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SUMMARY  SHEET 

I.  TYPE  OF  ACTION  ...i/^^.c 

(X)  Administrative  -  . 

(  )  Draft 

(  )  Environmental  Statement 

(X)  Combination  Environmental/Section  4(f)  Statement 

(  )  Legislative 

(X)  Final 

II.  PROJECT  DESCRIPTION 

This  project  begins  on  the  western  edge  of  Hungry  Horse, 
Montana,  and  proceeds  in  a  northeasterly  direction  for 
approximately  10.9  miles  and  ends  in  West  Glacier.   The 
project  is  a  reconstruction  of  a  portion  of  U.S.  Highway  #2 
in  Flathead  County.   The  new  alignment  will  generally  follow 
existing  U  S.  #2,  with  some  alignment  changes  to  miss  exist- 
ing improvements  and  eliminate  the  sharp,  dangerous  curves. 

The  project  will  be  designed  as  a  four-lane  paved  high- 
way without  access  control.   Through  Hungry  Horse,  Coram 
and  West  Glacier,  a  curb  and  gutter  section  will  be  con- 
structed which  will  provide  two  10- foot  parking  lanes,  four 
12'-foot  driving  lanes  and  a  20-foot  painted  medicin.   From 
Hungry  Horse  to  a  point  just  east  of  Coram, a  narrow  median 
rural  section  will  be  used  that  will  consist  of  two  10-foot 
shoulders,  four  12-foot  driving  lanes  and  a  4-foot  painted 
median.   A  wide  median  section  will  be  used  from  just  east 
of  Coram  to  West  Glacier.   This  will  provide  two  10-foot 


111 


outside  shoulders,  four  12- foot  driving  lanes,  two  4- foot 
inside  shoulders  and  a  38- foot  median  ditch. 
III.   ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS 

The  project  will  provide  a  fast,  safe  and  efficient 
transportation  facility  for  the  traveling  public.   The 
existing  character  of  the  area  should  not  be  significantly 
altered.   However,  there  will  be  some  impact  on  the  area, 
which  has  been  considered  and  discussed  in  detail  in  this 
statement. 

The  proposed  route  will  result  in  the  acquisition  of 

new  right-of-way  for  construction  of  the  new  four-lane 

facility.   Displacement  of  people  cannot  be  avoided  and 

this  will  result  in  the  relocation  of  the  following  number 

of  homes  and  businesses: 

24  Individuals  or  families 
10  Businesses 

This  construction  of  the  project  will  also  result  in 
the  clearing  of  approximately  92  acres  of  forest  land. 

There  will  be  some  increase  in  noise  and  air  pollution 
during  construction  of  the  project,  although  these  two  items 
should  return  to  their  present  levels  upon  completion  of  the 
project.   The  long-term  impact  will  result  in  increased  noise 
and  pollution  due  to  the  substantial  increase  in  traffic  that 
is  expected  on  this  highway  in  the  future. 

The  four  lane  facility  will  make  it  more  difficult  and 
dangerous  for  deer  and  other  animals  to  cross  the  highway  but 
other  than  this,  there  will  be  a  minimal  effect  on  wildlife  in 

the  area. 
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Approximately  0.5  acres  of  the  Hungry  Horse  Park  will 
be  taken  for  construction  of  the  project  and  about  1  acre 
will  be  taken  from  the  Forest  Service  campground  on  the 
west  edge  of  Hungry  Horse.   These  two  takings  are  discussed 
in  more  detail  elsewhere  in  this  statement. 
IV.    ALTERNATIVES 

There  are  other  routes  that  could  have  been  used  between 
Hungry  Horse  and  West  Glacier,  but  they  would  affect  the 
surrounding  area  in  the  fDllowing  ways: 

(1)  Leave  the  small  communities,  homes  and  businesses 
without  an  adequate  highway  facility 

(2)  Leave  many  people  unemployed,  as  they  depend  on  tourist 
business  >•■■  ;  : 

(3)  Involve  the  destruction  of  much  virgin  forest  land 
and  cause  disruption  of  the  wildlife  habitat 

Northwest  of  Martin  City,  two  alternate  locations  were 
studied,  the  River  Route  and  the  Staked  Route.   The  Staked 
Route,  which  is  the  recommended  alternate,  generally  follows 
existing  U.S.  Highway  #2,  except  to  straighten  some  sharp, 
dangerous  curves  and  passes  on  the  western  edge  of  Martin 
City,   The  River  Route  generally  follows  the  Flathead 
River.   Although  the  River  Route  was  considered  the  best  in 
regard  to  the  least  damage  to  the  environment,  the  Staked 
Route  was  chosen,  mainly  on  the  basis  of  public  opinion, 
which  was  strongly  in  favor  of  this  route. 

These  two  alternates  involve  approximately  1.5  miles  of 
the  project. 
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Three  alternate  locations  were  studied  northeast  of 
Coram,  consisting  of  the  West  Alternate,  Staked  Route  and 
the  East  Alternate.   The  West  Alternate,  which  is  the 
recommended  alignment,  is  located  about  500  feet  west  and 
parallel  to  the  existing  highway.   The  Staked  Route  gener- 
ally follows  the  present  highway.   The  East  Alternate  is 
located  east  of  the  existing  highway,  between  a  small  lake 
and  the  present  highway.   These  three  alternates  have 
about  the  same  impact  on  the  environment  and,  therefore, 
the  West  Alternate  was  chosen  mainly  on  the  basis  of  econo- 
mics.  Approximately  1,8  miles  are  involved  with  these 
alternates. 

Three  alternates  were  studied  through  Hungry  Horse  to 
try  and  eliminate  involvement  with  the  Hungry  Horse  Park. 
One  alternate  consisted  of  a  couplet  system  with  one-way 
traffic  on  the  streets  on  either  side  of  the  park.   A 
connection  on  the  west  end  of  this  couplet  would  involve 
going  through  a  Forest  Service  campground  and  the  connec- 
tion on  the  east  end  would  go  through  a  Forest  Service 
complex.   Therefore,  this  alternate  was  abandoned.   Another 
alternate  studied  consisted  of  a  four-lane  highway  without 
left  turn  bays.   As  this  is  an  unsafe  practice,  this  alter- 
nate was  also  eliminated.    The  third  alternate  consisted 
of  a  four- lane  highway  with  left  turn  bays  and  this  is  the 
alternate  that  was  chosen  and  accepted  by  the  community. 

The  do-nothing  alternate  was  considered,  but  not 


VI 


recommended,  because  of  the  drastic  need  for  a  new  highway 
through  this  area. 


Vll 


V.     FEDERAL,  STATE,  LOCAL  AGENCIES  AND  OTHER  ORGANIZATIONS  FROM 
WHICH  COMMENTS  WERE  REQUESTED 

*Indicates  agencies  from  which  comments  were  received 

*1.   Director 

Montana  Fish  and  Game  Department 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

*2.   Soil  Conservation  Service 
5  North  Main 
Kalispell,  Montana   59901 

*3.   Council  on  Natural  Resources  and  Development 
425  Sam  W.  Mitchell  Building 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

*4.   Department  of  Planning  and  Economic  Development 
Capitol  Post  office 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

*5.   Flathead  County  Commissioners 
Kalispell,  Montana   59901 

*6.   Corps  of  Engineers 

7410  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse 
Omaha,  Nebraska   68102 

7.  Federal  Water  Quality  Administration 
Northwest  Region 

Room  501,  Pittock  Block 
Portland,  Oregon   97205 

8.  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
State  Supervisor 

Division  of  Wildlife  Services 
Billings,  Montana   59103 

9.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
616  Helena  Avenue 

Helena,  Montana   59601 

10.  Rural  Electrification  Administration 
Montana  Associated  Utilities 
Rainbow  Western  Hotel 

Great  Falls,  Montana   59401 

11.  Federal  Power  Commission 
555  Batery  Street 

San  Francisco,  California  94111 
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12.   Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Research 
Service 
112  West  13th  Avenue 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

*13.   Bureau  of  Reclamation 
P.O.  Box  8008 
Boise,  Idaho   83707 

*i4.   U.S.  Geological  Survey 
Federal  Building 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

15.   Economic  Development  Administration 
415  First  Avenue  North 
Seattle,  Washington   98109 

*16.   Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Denver  Federal  Center 
Denver,  Colorado   80225 

*17.   Postmaster 

Hungry  Horse,  Montana   5  9919 

*18    Postmaster 

Martin  City,  Montana   59926 

19.  Postmaster 

Coram,  Montana   59913 

20.  Postmaster 

West  Glacier,  Montana   59936 

*21.   U.S.  Coast  Guard 
618  Second  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington   98104 

22.   Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  1524 
Billings,  Montana   59103 

'*23.   U.S.  Forest  Service 
200  East  Broadway 
Missoula,  Montana   59801 

24.   Maurice  Lundy 

Regional  Director 
Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 
1000  Second  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington   98104 
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*25.   HUD  Regional  Office 
909  17th  Street 
Denver,  Colorado   80202 

26.  Department  of  Agriculture 

14th  St.  and  Independence  Ave.  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.   20250 

27.  Department  of  Interior 

C.  St.  Between  18th  and  19th  Sts.  N,W. 
Washington,  D.C.   20240 


VI.    DATES  DRAFT  AND  4(F)  STATEMENTS  WERE  MADE  AVAILABLE  TO 
C.E.Q. 

Draft  Environmental  Statement  -  May  27,  1971 

Section  4(f)  Statement  -  March  21,    1972 
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FINAL  STATEMENT 

PURPOSE 

Project  F-257(16)  Hungry  Horse-West  Glacier  is  a  10.9+ 
mile  section  of  Highway  #2  located  between  Hungry  Horse  and 
West  Glacier  in  Flathead  County.       •   ;..'. 

The  existing  highway  was  constructed  in  1931  and  improv- 
ed in  1934.   A  new  oiled  surface  was  added  in  1949.   The 
roadway  width  is  26  feet  and  the  surface  width  is  22  feet. 
Data  from  our  1969  Sufficiency  Rating  for  this  section  of 
primary  highway  is  as  follows: 

1.  Foundation  -  maximum  of  10  -  rated  at  0    =..  ' 

2.  Surface  -  maximuiri  of  30  -  rated  at  12 

3.  Drainage  -  maximum  of  10  -  rated  at  5 

4.  Safety  -  maximum  of  20  -  rated  at  1   . 

5.  Capacity  -  maximum  of  30  -  rated  at  11 

The  above  ratings  are  very  low  for  this  section  of  high- 
way, which  is  the  main  route  to  Glacier  National  Park  with 
an  average  daily  traffic  count  of  3000-3500  vehicles.   The 
projected  1994  traffic  count  will  be  approximately  8000 
vehicles  per  day.   Therefore,  the  purpose  of  this  project 
is  to  provide  a  wider  (four- lane)  and  a  safer  highway  to 
accommodate  present  and  future  traffic,  into  and  out  of 
Glacier  National  Park. 
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II.    DESCRIPTION  OF  PROJECT  AND  SURROUNDING  AREA 

This  project  is  located  in  the  northwestern  part  of 
Montana  on  the  northern  route  from  the  Great  Lakes  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean  via  U.S.  Highway  #2. 

The  surrounding  area  is  the  center  for  some  of  the  most 
;  *■'    spectacular  hunting,  fishing,  viewing  and  general  recrea- 
-.'":    tion  remaining  in  the  Pacific  Northwest.   Just  a  few  miles 
away  is  Glacier  National  Park  and  4  miles  to  the  south  is 
nationally  famous  Hungry  Horse  Dam  and  Lake. 
■  ■  '   '  Beyond  Hungry  Horse  Lake  is  the  Bob  Marshall  Wilderness 
Area,  950,000  acres  that  can  be  entered  only  by  foot  or 
horseback.   To  the  south  and  east  lies  Flathead  Lake,  a 
popular  summer  home  area  with  public  fishing,  swimming  and 
boating  facilities  available. 

There  is  an  abundance  of  public  land  throughout  this 
area  with  many  developed  and  undeveloped  camping  grounds. 
There  are  21  public  campgrounds  within  Glacier  National 
Park.   Hungry  Horse  Lake,  Flathead  Lake  and  Lion  Lake  are 
:  ■'   surrounded  by  trails,  roads,  etc.  that  provide  the  visitors 
' '    with  a  variety  of  locations  for  overnight  camping,  all  with- 
in easy  driving  from  Hungry  Horse.   There  are  some  commer- 
cial campgrounds  and   trailer  parks  for  those  less  inclined 
to  "rough  it" . 

U.S.  Highway  #2  is  the  principal  means  of  access  to 
this  area,  being  on  the  national  highway  system  and  the 
northerly  most  east-west  route.   It  is  a  paved  highway  that 
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is  maintained  for  year  around  travel.   It  also  connects  the 
larger  cities  in  northern  Montana  with  a  direct  route  to 
the  West  Coast  and  the  Great  Lakes  Area. 

The  project  itself  begins  on  the  western  edge  of  Hungry 
Horse  and  from  there  the  recommended  alignment  proceeds  in 
a  northeasterly  direction  for  approximately  10. 9+;  miles  and 
ends  in  West  Glacier.   The  new  alignment  generally  follows 
existing  U.S.  Highway  #2,  with  some  alignment  changes  to 
miss  existing  improvements  and  eliminate  the  sharp,  danger- 
ous curves.   The  solid  black  line  shown  on  the  aerial  prints 
on  exhibits  1  and  2  of  this  statement  indicates  the  recom- 
mended alignment. 

The  project  has  been  designed  as  a  four-lane  paved 
highway  without  access  control.   Adequate  right-of-way  will 
be  purchased  throughout  to  construct  the  four-lane  facility. 

The  present  average  daily  traffic  on  the  existing  high- 
way is  somewhere  in  the  vicinity  of  3000-3500  vehicles  and 
the  design  year  (1994)  count  is  expected  to  be  approximately 
8000  vehicles  per  day.   The  traffic  expected  two  years  after 
completion  of  the  project  is  approximately  4000   vehicles 
per  day. 

A  curb  and  gutter  section  will  be  constructed  through 
Hungry  Horse,  Coram  and  West  Glacier.   This  section  will 
consist  of  two  10-foot  parking  lanes,  four  12-foot  driving 
lanes  and  a  20- foot  painted  median.   A  border  strip  of  12 
to  20  feet  will  be  provided  for  signing,  sidewalks  and 
snow  storage. 
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A  narrow  median  rural  section  will  be  used  from 
Hungry  Horse  to  a  point  just  east  of  Coram.   This 
section  will  consist  of  two  10- foot  shoulders,  four 
12-foot  driving  lanes  and  a  4- foot  painted  median. 
Ditches  will  be  provided  for  adequate  drainage  and 
snow  storage. 

A  wide  median  section  will  be  used  from  just  east 

•  o  - 

of  Coram  to  West  Glacier.   This  section  will  consist 
of  two  10-foot  outside  shoulders,  four  12-foot  driving 
lanes,  two  4- foot  inside  shoulders  and  a  38- foot  median 
ditch.   Outside  ditches  will  be  provided  for  adequate 
drainage  and  snow  storage.   Only  two  lanes  of  this 
section  will  be  constructed  at  this  time  with  the  re- 
maining two  lanes  to  be  constructed  at  a  later  date  when 
sufficient  funds  are  available. 

Two  alternate  alignments  were  studied  in  the  vicinity 
of  Martin  City  and  three  alternate  alignments  were  studied 
northeast  of  Coram.   These  are  described  and  their  adverse 
and/or  beneficial  aspects  are  discussed  in  detail  in  the 
Alternates  section  of  this  statement  beginning  on  page  29, 

Adjacent  to  and  within  the  townsite  of  Hungry  Horse  are 
two  public  sites  of  local  significance  which  are  protected 
by  Section  4(f)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  of 
1968,  and  thereby  given  special  consideration. 
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The  two  sites  are  described  as  follows: 

A.   SITE  1  -  HUNGRY  HORSE  CAMP  (U , S .  FOREST  SERVICE) 

'  Before  Proposed  Project 

Type  Use:   Overnight  camping,  picnicing 

Available  Units:   27  (developed) 

Patronage:   Local,  regional,  national  and  international 

Available  Activities:   Camping,  picnicing,  hiking, 

fishing,  etc. 
Size:   68+  acres 


Type  Use:   Overnight  camping,  picnicing 
Available  Units:  27  (developed) 

Patronage:   Local,  regional,  national  and  international 
Available  Activities:   Camping,  picnicing,  hiking, 

fishing,  etc. 

Size:   67_+  acres 

DESCRIPTION:   Hungry  Horse  Camp  is  a  partially  developed 

overnight  campground  adjacent  to  the  town  of  Hungry 

Horse,  Montana.   It  is  triangular  in  shape,  being  bound 

by  U.  S.  Highway  #2  on  the  north.  South  Fork  of  the 

Flathead  River  on  the  southwest  and  Hungry  Horse  on  the 

east.   The  68  acres  of  this  site  are  located  in  the  river 

bottom  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Flathead  River.   It  is 

heavily  timbered  and  well  drained,  which  abets  the  present 

and  planned  use. 

Forest  Service  planners  have  developed  a  master  plan 

for  100_+  overnight  camping  units  with  Loop  Roads  and  back-in 

spurs.   Twenty-seven  sites  have  been  completed  with  picnic 

tables,  fireplaces,  water  hydrants,  back-in  spurs,  gravel 

footpaths  and  a  loop  road,   A  centralized  sanitary  facility 

is  also  available. 
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Being  located  adjacent  to  U.  S.  Highway  #2,  this  site 
is  extensively  used  and  reportedly  is  full  most  of  the 
summer  months.   Tourists  are  quite  often  seen  hiking  into 
Hungry  Horse,  fishing  and  swimming  in  the  river,  relaxing 
in  the  shade  and  other  similar  activities. 

Access  into  the  grounds  is  directly  off  the  paved 
highway  by  a  graveled  approach  that  connects  to  the  one 
developed  loop  road.   This  approach  is  located  approximately 
one-quarter  of  a  mile  westerly  of  the  business  area.  Vehicular 
access  is  also  possible  from  the  river  road  along  the  northerly 
bank  of  the  river. 

Please  refer  to  exhibits  3  through  8  for  maps,  pictures 
and  correspondence  in  regard  to  this  campground. 
B.  SITE  II  -  HUNGRY  HORSE  PARK  (COUNTY  OF  FLATHEAD) 

Before  Proposed  Project 

Type  Use:   Daytime  picnicing,  short  rest  stops  for 

travelers,  shoppers,  etc. 
Available  Accommodations:   Picnic  tables,  parking 
Patronage:   Local,  regional,  national  and  international 
Available  Activities:   Picnicing 
Size:   56,000_+  square  feet 

After  Proposed  Project 

Type  Use:   Daytime  picnicing,  short  rest  stops  for 

travelers,  shoppers,  etc. 
Available  Accommodations:   Picnic  tables,  parking 
Patronage:   Local,  regional,  national  and  international 
Available  Activities:   Picnicing 
Size:   33,600_+  square  feet 

DESCRIPTION:   When  the  Townsite  of  Hungry  Horse  was  layed 

out,  planners  provided  a  roadside  park  between  the  main  east  - 

west  thoroughfare  (U.S.  Highway  #2)  and  Hungry  Horse  Blvd.  This 

park,  or  buffer  zone,  which  is  1200  feet  along,  was  subsequently 


\ 


divided  into  three  sections  by  the  north  -  south 
trending  Cannon  and  Mountain  Streets.   The  legal 
description  of  these  sites  are  Block  B,  C  and  D 
of  the  original  Townsite  of  Hungry  Horse,  and  was 
dedicated  as  parkland  in  1947.   This  park  is  owned 
and  maintained  by  Flathead  County  and  Hungry  Horse 
Chamber  of  Commerce.   The  park  is  level,  well  drained, 
with  shade  trees  prote^cting  the  picnic  area.  A   picnic 
table  is  located  on  the  westerly  edge  of  Bloclc  B.  The 
community  water  supply  is  the  only  public  utility 
presently  in  place  on  the  park  site. 

Located  in  the  center  of  Hungry  Horse,  with  parking 
space  adjacent  to  U.  S.  Highway  #2,  the  principal  use  of 
the  roadside  park  tends  to  be  a  place  where  motorists 
can  get  off  the  highway,  park  and  take  a  short  rest 
before  continuing  on  their  way.   There  are  no  overnight 
parking  facilities  nor  recreational  facilities  available. 
Tourists  may  also  stop  here  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
limited  shopping  that  is  nearby.   Due  to  the  lack  of  space, 
recreational  and  camping  facilities,  this  site  is  only  used 
during  the  daytime,  and  there  is  very  little  use  by  the 
local  residents. 

Please  refer  to  exhibits  9  through  25  for  maps, 
pictures  and  correspondence  in  regard  to  this  park. 
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III.   DESCRIPTION  OF  EXISTING  ENVIRONMENT 
A.   HUMAN  RESOURCES 

This  project  will  pass  through  the  small, 
unincorporated  communities  of  Hungry  Horse, 
Martin  City,  Coram,  and  West  Glacier  which  range 
in  size  from  150  to  700  persons.   These  are  typical 
small  Montana  communities  with  the  usual  churches, 
stores,  service  stations,  etc.   Many  of  the  stores, 
motels,  and  service  stations  are  located  along  the 
existing  highway  as  this  is  the  location  that  provides 
the  easiest  access  for  the  people  they  serve.   Some 
homes  will  also  be  found  adjacent  to  the  present  highway. 
In  the  areas  between  these  communities,  other  motels, 
service  stations,  trailer  parks,  and  tourist  oriented 
businesses  will  be  found.   The  majority  of  these  will 
be  located  adjacent  to  U.  S.  Highway  #2.   There  are  also 
numerous  summer  cabins  located  throughout  the  length  of 
this  project. 

From  the  beginning  of  the  project  to  Sta.  1854;;,  the 
new  highway  passes  through  the  community  of  Hungry  Horse. 
Most  of  the  property  in  this  area  is  privately  owned  ex- 
cept for  2  areas  on  the  south  side  of  the  highway  which 
belong  to  the  U.  S.  Forest  Service.   The  first  of  these 
areas,  located  between  the  beginning  of  the  project   and 
Sta.  148+;,  is  heavily  timbered  and  contains  the  Forest 
Service  Campground  mentioned  elsewhere  in  this  statement. 
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The  second  area  is  located  between  Sta.  165j+  c^nd 
185+;  and  is  the  site  for  the  Forest  Service  Complex, 
The  land  adjacent  to  the  project  between  Sta,  ISSjf 
and  210_+  is  timbered  private  land  containing  several 
homes  and  cabins.   From  Sta.  210_+  to  Sta.  2 30+,  the 
project  passes  on  the  west  edge  of  Martin  City.  There 
are  many  homes  and  businesses  in  this  area  and  most  of 
the  land  has  been  subdivided.   Between  Sta.  230+  and 
250+,  the  land  is  privately  owned  and  quite  heavily 
timbered.   There  is  a  motel  located  at  about  Sta,  242j^„ 
From  250+;  to  260_+,  the  project  passes  through  a  piece 
of  timbered  Forest  Sei'vice  land.   From  Sta.  260_+  to  Sta. 
305+;,  the  land  is  priv^ately  owned  and  is  heavily  timbered 
on  the  east  side  of  the  highway.   There  are  several  businesses 
and  1  or  2  cabins  located  in  this  area.   The  community  of 
Coram,  with  its  homes  and  strip  development  along  the  present 
highway,  is  loceited  between  Sta.  305+  and  Sta.  3 30+,   From 
Sta.  330+  to  Sta.  410jv;,  the  land  is  partially  timbered  and 
privately  owned.   There  are  several  homes  and  businesses 
located  along  the  present  highway  in  this  area.   From  Sta. 
410+  to  Sta.  5704^  ,  the  project  passes  mainly  through  heavily 
timbered  U.  S.  Forest  Service  land  with  the  exception  of  a 
few  small  pieces  of  privately  owned  land.   These  are  located 
from  Sta.  485+  -  510+  and  523+  -  530+.   One  of  these  private 
areas  contains  a  trailer  court  and  the  other  a  home.   From 
Sta,  570_+  to  Sta.  610+,  the  land  is  privately  owned  and  quite 
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heavily  timbered.   A  large  motel  complex  is  located 
in  this  area.   Between  Sta.  570+  and  610+,  the  project 
again  passes  through  heavily  timbered  U,  S,  Forest 
-   Service  land.   From  Sta.  610+  to  the  end  of  the  pro- 
ject, most  the  land  is  under  private  ownership.  There 
;•   are  several  businesses  located  in  this  area,  along  with 
some  homes.   A  strip  development  is  located  near  the  end 
of  the  project,  where  the  highway  enters  West  Glacier. 
On  the  north  side  of  the  project  from  Sta,  650_+  to  the 
end,  the  land  belongs  to  the  BN  railroad. 

In  general,  the  people  along  this  highway  depend  on 
tourism  as  their  main  source  of  income.   The  U.  S.  Forest 
i -;   Service  has  a  complex  in  Hungry  Horse  and  the  Bureau  of 
Reclaimation' s  Hungry  Horse  Dam  is  located  south  of 
Hungry  Horse,  both  of  which  employ  some  of  the  people  in 
this  area.   A  few  people  are  involved  in  the  logging 
industry  and  some  commute  to  Columbia  Falls  for  employment. 

This  is  generally  a  tourist  and  recreational  area  and, 
therefore,  there  are  many  summer  homes.   These  homes  are 
probably  not  used  more  than  three  to  four  months  a  year. 
With  winter  sports,  such  as  skiing  and  snowmobiling,  on 
the  increase  in  this  area,  it  is  conceivable  that  these 
homes  will  be  used  longer  in  the  future. 
B.   PHYSIOGRAPHY  AND  GEOLOGY 

This  project  lies  at  the  northwestern  edge  of  the 
Flathead  Mountain  Range  on  the  east  side  of  the  Flathead 
River.   In  this  area,  the  Flathead  River  is  above  the  flat, 
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fertile  valley  land  found  further  to  the  south  and  west 
and  instead  flows  through  a  relatively  rugged  canyon.  The 
project  itself  lies  on  a  quite  gentle,  rolling  area  between 
the  river  and  the  mountains.  The  design  speed  of  the  project 
is  60  mph.,  which  is  considered  suitable  for  terrain  of  a 
rolling  nature.   The  surrounding  area  is  quite  rugged, 
mountainous,  forested  land  with  scattered  lakes  and  numerous 
streams. 

Most  of  the  soil  along  the  project  is  quite  gravelly 
and  rocky,  except  for  the  area  between  Martin  City  and  Coram, 
where  there  are  many  springs  and  swampy  areas  and  the  soil 
is  of  a  silty-clay  nature. 

The  Flathead  River  flows  through  this  area  with  many 
small  streams  and  lakes  feeding  into  it. 

The  new  highway  will  be  built  basically  on  glacial 
deposits  of  the  Precambrian  Age  -  Belt  Series.   Glacial 
drift  and  tertiary  sediments  will  be  found  in  the  sur- 
rounding valleys. 
LAND  USE 

For  the  most  part,  this  is  a  rural  area  consisting  of 
forest  land.   Some  logging  is  done  in  this  area,  but  primarily 
the  land  is  used  for  recreational  purposes  and  remains  in  a 
semi-developed  state.   Probably  the  main  reason  it  remains 
in  this  semi-developed  state  is  because  of  the  adverse 
winter  conditions  which  make  the  area  undesirable  for  year 
around  living. 
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The  community  of  Hungry  Horse  has  dedicated  some 
areas  as  parks  located  adjacent  to  Highway  #2,   These 
presently  consist  of  grass,  trees  and  monuments  of 
particular  interest  to  the  residents.   Some  picnic 
tables  and  garbage  cans  are  provided  for  tourists' 
convenience , 

The  Forest  Service  has  a  small  campground  located 
on  the  west  edge  of  Hungry  Horse.   This  is  used  by 
tourists  in  the  summer  for  overnight  camping  and  con- 
sists of  water  and  rest  room  facilities. 

The  Forest  Service  also  has  a  small  rest  area  loc- 
ated left  of  Station  562_+  between  Coram  and  West  Glacier, 
This  rest  area  was  never  completed  and  at  present  consists 
only  of  a  graded  approach  and  parking  area.   The  parking 
area  is  a  short  walking  distance  from  Half  Moon  Lake  and 
is,  therefore,  used  by  fisherman.   There  are  no  water  or 
rest  room  facilities  provided.   The  Forest  Service  was 
contacted  in  regard  to  this  uncompleted  rest  area  and  they 
informed  us  that  they  have  no  contemplated  use  for  the  area 
and  do  not  feel  that  it  is  subject  to  Section  4(f)  provisions. 
Please  refer  to  exhibit  no.  26  on  Page  182. 
D.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 

There  is  an  abundance  of  various  kinds  of  wildlife 
in  this  area.   Deer,  elk,  moose,  black  bear,  and  an 
occasional  grizzly  bear  will  be  found  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  project.   Glacier  National  Park  is  a  game  preserve 
and  it  is  expected  that  some  of  the  wildlife  from  there 
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occasionally  migrates  into  the  area  which  the  project 
traverses.   Numerous  small  animals  such  as  squirrels, 
chipmunks  and  other  small  rodents  are  found  near  the 
existing  highway  and  will  be  seen  quite  frequently  as 
one  drives  through  the  area. 

Two  small  lakes  are  located  west  of  the  project 
between  Coram  and  West  Glacier.   One  of  these.  Lake 
Five,  is  located  left  of  Station  504+00+^  and  is  approxi- 
mately 152  acres  in  si2ie.   The  other  lake.  Half  Moon  Lake 
is  about  55  acres  in  sj.ze  and  is  located  left  of  Station 
570+00_+.   These  lakes  are  not  actually  privately  owned; 
however,  much  of  the  shoreline  is  owned  by  private  individ- 
uals.  Public  access  is  provided  to  each  of  the  lakes  and 
they  are  stocked  with  game  fish,  generally  rainbow  trout, 
by  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Department.   The  project  will 
have  a  very  minimal  effect  on  the  lakes  as  about  all  it 
does  is  provide  improved  access  to  the  general  vicinity  of 
the  lakes.   The  lakes  are  used  quite  heavily  during  the 
summer  months  by  fisherman,  cabin  owners,  and  tourists. 
There  are  other  small  swampy  type  lakes  or  sloughs  near 
the  project.   These  do  not  have  any  fish  in  them  and  are 
not  suitable  for  cabins  or  other  type  of  development. 

The  project  is  also  quite  near  to  the  Flathead  River. 
This  river  experiences  quite  a  bit  of  fishing  pressure  with 
the  following  game  fish  being  taken:   rainbow  trout,  brook 

trout,  cutthroat  trout,  Dolly  Varden  and  Mountain  Whitefish, 
Other  non-game  fish,  such  as  suckers  and  squawfish,  also 
inhabit  the  river. 
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E.  VEGETATION  RESOURCES 

The  vegetation  in  this  area  consists  mainly  of 
lodgepole  pine, 

F.  CLIMATE 

The  average  temperature  in  this  area  is  approxi- 
mately 42  F.   The  temperature  normally  varies  from  an 
average  temperature  of  65°F.  in  July,  to  an  average 
temperature  of  22°F.  in  January.   In  1970,  the  highest 
temperature  in  West  Glacier  was  92°F.  in  July,  while 
the  lowest  temperature  was  -13°  in  January. 

The  average  annual  precipitation  in  this  area  is 
approximately  28  inches.   Normal  high  precipitation 
occurs  in  December,  January  and  June  of  each  year  and 
varies  from  3  inches  to  3.25  inches  per  month. 

Average  winter  snowfall  for  the  area  is  about  69 
inches.   Accumulated  depth  on  the  ground  in  an  average 
year  will  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  2^-3*.   The  Continental 
Divide  forms  an  effective  barrier  that  protects  the  area 
from  most  of  the  severe  cold  waves  that  sweep  down  from 
the  Arctic  across  Canada  and  into  the  United  States.  The 
wind  in  the  vicinity  of 'the  project  is  very  minimal,  with 
most  of  it  being  the  gusty,  swirling  type  with  no  prevail- 
ing direction. 

G.  TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS 

U.  S.  Highway  #2,  between  Hungry  Horse  and  West 
Glacier,  is  a  primary  highway.   Glacier  Park  tourist 
traffic  feeds  into  Highway  #2  at  West  Glacier.   There 
are  no  other  major  highways  feeding  into  this  route. 
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Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  has  a  line  between 

Columbia  Falls  and  West  Glacier,  with  freight  stops 

at  Coram  and  at  West  Glacier.   The  area  is  also  served 

by  Amtrak, 

The  nearest  improved  airport  is  located  between 

Kalispell  and  Columbia  Falls.   This  airport  is  owned 

by  Flathead  County. 

There  is  bus  transportation  provided  between  Kalispell 

and  West  Glacier. 

H.   UTILITY  SYSTEMS 

The  Northwestern  Telephone  and  the  Pacific  Power 

and  Light  Company  serve  this  area  with  electricity  and 

telephone.   As  is  usually  the  case,  many  of  the  power  and 

telephone  lines  are  located  adjacent  to  the  present  highway. 

The  Montana  Power  Company  provides  the  area  with  natural  gas. 

There  are  also  many  water  lines  in  the  vicinity  of  the  project 

with  most  of  them  being  owned  by  private  individuals. 

IV.   EVALUATION  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS 

A.   ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION 

1.   Human  Resources 

The  proposed  route  will  result  in  the  relocation 

ot   the  following  number  of  homes  and  businesses: 

24  Individuals  or  families 
10  Businesses 

As  design  progresses,  minor  projections  may  be  made 

to  miss  existing  improvements  and,  therefore,  the  above 

noted  numbers  may  vary  slightly. 
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standard  right-of-way  procedures  which  include  re- 
location assistance  will  be  available  to  all  displaced  persons 
and  businesses.   No  person  will  be  relocated  unless  or  until 
adequate  replacement  housing  is  available. 

The  availability  of  decent,  safe  and  sanitary  housing 
is  at  a  premium  in  the  area  as  in  March,  1973,  there  were  only 
2  residential  properties  listed  for  sale  with  3  local  realtors. 
These  realtors  stated  that  generally  they  have  very  few  resident- 
ial listings.   So  it  is  therefore  assumed  that  relocation  will 
have  to  be  accomplished  by  building  new  homes,  mobile  homes, 
or  moving  the  present  dwellings.   There  are  several  mobile 
home  dealers  in  Kalispell  and  Columbia  Falls  along  with  builders 
of  prefab  homes.   There  are  also  contractors  in  the  area  that 
would  build  new  homes.   Qualified  house  movers  are  located  in 
Kalispell. 

2 .   Land  Use 

In  order  to  provide  adequate  room  for  the  new 
four-lane  facility,  new  right-of-way  will  be  required 
which  will  result  in  land  being  taken  and  changed  from 
its  present  use.   Much  of  the  alignment  of  the  new  high- 
way will  follow  the  present  highway  and  therefore  the 
existing  Right-of-Way  will  be  utilized  as  much  as  possible. 
However,  it  will  still  be  necessary  to  clear  approximately 
92  acres  of  forest  land  and  0.5  acres  of  park  land  will 
have  to  be  taken.   The  taking  of  the  park  land  is  discussed 
in  more  detail  elsewhere  in  this  statement. 
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This  project  should  not  have  a  significant 
effect  on  adjacent  land  use  since  the  amount  of 
new  Right-of-Way  being  taken  is  quite  small  and 
the  existing  access  patterns  will  be  left  about 
the  same  as  they  are  now.   Although  several 
businesses  and  homes  presently  adjacent  to  U.  S. 
2  will  have  to  be  relocated,  it  is  expected  that 
they  will  try  to  relocate  as  near  to  the  new 
highway  as  possible.   Since  this  project  will 
provide  a  new,  4-lane  facility,  the  possibility 
does  exist  that  development  along  the  highway  may 
increase  at  a  faster  rate  than  it  has  in  the  past. 
3 .   Fish  and  Wildlife  Resources 

The  proposed  route  will  not  disturb  the  Flathead 
River  channel  and,  therefore,  will  have  no  effect 
on  the  fish  that  inhabit  this  river.   Abbot  Creek 
will  be  crossed,,  but  this  water  course  is  not  a 
spawning  tributary  of  the  Flathead  River. 

The  project  will  have  a  minimal  effect  on  wild- 
life in  the  area.   Although  the  92  acres  of  forest 
land  that  will  be  cleared  may  result  in  the  loss  of 
some  wildlife  habitat  for  small  animals,  the  effect 
will  be  insignificant  due  to  the  abundance  of  avail- 
able habitat.   The  project  could  increase  the  deer 
highway  mortality  rate,  as  it  will  be  more  difficult 
for  them  to  cross  the  four-lane  highway.   However, 
the  exposure  and  better  visability  resulting  from 
the  construction  of  the  four-lane  road  with  its 
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attendant  improved  sight  distances  and  clear 

roadsides  may  tend  to  offset  any  surprise  impact 
'.  1  from  wildlife.   Therefore,  whether  or  not  the 

mortality  rate  will  increase  is  questionable, 
'  :-•     Other  than  this,  there  will  be  a  minimal  effe;ct 

on  wildlife  in  the  area.   The  project  will  not 
s  affect  any  wildlife  preserves. 

4.  Vegetation  Resources 

The  project  will  clear  approximately  92  acres 
of  trees.   Clearing  will  be  limited  to  approximate- 
ly 5  feet  from  the  construction  limits. 

5.  Water,  Air,  and  Noise  Pollution 

The  construction  of  this  project  will  result  in 
a  temporary  increase  in  noise,  air,  and  possibly 
water  pollution  while  the  new  highway  is  under 
...   '        construction.   The  contractor  will  be  required  to 
adhere  to  all  peirtinent  laws  in  regard  to  these 
problems.   Upon  completion  of  the  project,  these 
items  should  ret:urn  to  their  present  levels. 

Following  is;  an  excerpt  from  the  Montana  Depart- 
raeiit  of  Highways'  Standard  Specifications  in  regard 
to  the  methods  the  contractor  is  to  use  to  prevent 
stream  pollution. 
A.   SILTATION  CONTROL 

The  contractor  will  be  required  to  prevent 
construction  operations  or  the  results  of  constr- 
uction operations  from  silting  rivers,  streams 
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and  impoundments  (lakes,  reservoirs  and  the 
like) .   The  construction  of  planned  drainage 
facilities  and  the  performance  of  other  con- 
tract work  that  will  help  control  siitation 
shall  be  done  as  soon  as  is  practicable.   The 
siitation  control  measures  described  herein 
shall  be  continued  until  the  permanent  drainage 
facilities  have  been  constructed. 

The  contractor  shall  shape  the  subgrade  on 
road  beds  ir  the  immediate  vicinity  of  rivers, 
streams  or  impoundments  prior  to  any  lengthy 
suspension  of  construction  operations.  Shaping 
shall  be  done  in  a  manner  that  will  permit  run- 
off waters  to  be  intercepted  along  the  outer 
edges  of  the  subgrade  and  drained  from  the  sub- 
grade  by  temporary  slope-drains.  The  temporary 
slope-drains  shall  be  located  along  fill  slopes 
at  500-foot  intervals,  approximately,  and  shall 
be  paved  or  covered  with  waterproof  materials. 
Construction  operations  in  rivers,  streams 
and  impoundments  shall  be  restricted  to  those  ^ 
areas  where  channel  changes  are  shown  on  the  plans 
and  to  those  areas  which  must  be  entered  for  the 
construction  of  temporary  or  permanent  structures, 
unless  other  areas  are  approved.   Temporary  bridges, 
culverts  or  similar  structures  shall  be  used  wher- 
ever crossings  of  a  stream  or  river  cause  excessive 
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siltation.   Mechanized  equipment  shall  not 
be  operated  in  rivers,  streams  or  impoundments 
except  as  may  be  required  to  construct  channel 
changes  and  temporary  or  permanent  structures. 
Rivers,  streams  and  impoundments  shall  be 
promptly  cleared  of  such  obstructions  as  false- 
work, piling  or  other  obstructions  placed  there- 
in or  caused  by  the  construction  operations, 
after  the  purpose  of  such  obstructions  have 
been  served.   Debris  in  rivers,  streams  or 
impoundments  placed  therein  or  caused  by  constr- 
uction operations  shall  be  promptly  removed. 
Excessive  siltation  resulting  from  placing 
material  excavated  from  the  roadway,  channel 
changes,  coffer-dams  and  the  like  near  to  or  in 
rivers,  streams  or  impoundments  shall  be  promptly 
corrected,  i 
B.     WATER  POLLUTION 

The  contractor  shall  exercise  every  reason- 
able precaution  throughout  the  life  of  project 
to  prevent  pollution  of  rivers,  streams  or  impound- 
ments.  Pollutants  such  as  chemicals,  fuels,  lubri- 
cants, bitumens,  raw  sewage  and  other  harmful  wastesj' 
shall  not  be  discharged  into  or  alongside  of  rivers, 
streams,  impoundments  or  into  natural  or  manmade 
channels  leading  thereto.   The  contractor  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  applicable  regulations 
of  the  State  Fish  and  Game  Department,  State  Board 
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of  Health  and  other  state  or  federal  regulations 
relating  to  the  prevention  or  abatement  of  water 
pollution. 

The  contractor  shall  dispose  of  all  refuse 
and  discarded  materials  in  an  approved  location. 

Following  is  another  excerpt  from  the  Montana 
Department  of  Highways'  Standard  Specifications  in 
regard  to  air  pollution  that  the  contractor  will 
have  to  follow  during  construction  of  the  project. 
A .   SMOKE  AND  DUST  CONTROL  -' 

Whenever  a  hot-mix  paving  plant,  aggregate 
crusher  or  similar  operation  is  to  be  conducted, 
the  contractor  shall  acquaint  himself  with  all 
local  conditions,  city,  county  and  state  laws 
pertinent  to  air  pollution  before  commencing  his 
operations.   It  is  possible  that  legal  action  may 
be  instituted  against  the  contractor  to  force  him 
to  conduct  his  operations  in  a  dust  and  smoke  free 
manner.   The  contractor  should  be  prepared  to  op- 
erate in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  a  restraining 
court  order.   This  may  mean  employing  adequate 
dust  filters  and  smoke  collectors  or  use  of  other 
means  meeting  the  existing  requirements.   No  ad- 
ditional payment  will  be  made  to  the  contractor 
for  the  use  or  installation  of  dust  or  smoke  con- 
trol devices  or  for  the  disruption  of  work  or  loss 
of  time  occasioned  by  the  installation  of  such  con- 
trol devices,  or  for  any  other  related  reasons, 
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The  contractor  shall  have  informed  himself  of 
all  applicable  Montana  State  Board  of  Health  require- 
ments and  similar  state  or  federal  requirements  per- 
taining to  control  of  or  abatement  of  air  pollution. 
He  shall  have  prov^ided  or  be  prepared  to  provide  such 
air  pollution  control  measures  as  are  required  to  com- 
ply with  the  minimum  standards  established  by  such 
agencies. 

Current  erosion  control  requirements  call  for  the  project 
to  be  topsoiled  and  seeded  as  soon  as  possible  after  rough  grading 
is  completed,   As  the  vegetation  becomes  re-established,  it  will 
reduce  the  amount  of  erosion  considerably. 

The  Staked  Route  was  chosen  as  the  recommended  alternate  and 
this  alignment  is  situated  a  considerable  distance  from  the  Flathead 
River,   Although  some  pollution  from  our  wintertime  sanding  and 
salting  operations  may  reach  the  Flathead  River,  we  expect  the 
amount  to  be  very  minimal  due  to  the  distance  it  has  to  travel. 

The  long-term  impact  of  the  project  will  result  in  increased 
noise,  air  and  possibly  water  pollution  due  to  the  substantial 
increase  in  traffic  that  is  expected  in  the  future.   However, 
since  traffic  is  bound  to  increase  regardless  of  whether  or  not 
this  project  is  built,  much  of  the  increase  in  pollution  would 
occur  anyhow,  and  therefore,  much  of  this  increase  will  not  be 
a  direct  result  of  the  project.   The  project  should  actually 
help  to  reduce  any  possible  water  pollution  due  to  the  improved 
roadway  and  drainage  facilities  that  will  be  provided.   The  major 
increase  in  pollution  brought  about  by  this  project  will  be  in 
regard  to  noise.   This  will  be  due  mainly  to  the  fact  that  the 
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traffic  lanes  will  be  somewhat  closer  to  adjacent  properties 
than  were  the  existing  lanes.   Location  approval  for  this  pro- 
ject was  granted  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  P.  P.  M.  90-2 
concerning  noise  levels;  however,  volumes  of  traffic  on  this 
project  are  in  a  range  that  have  produced  tolerable  levels  of 
noise  in  the  past  for  comparable  situations. 

This  project  should  not  have  any  adverse  environmental 
effects  on  the  ground  water  in  the  area.   Storm  drains  will  be 
built  in  three  areas  throughout  this  project.   The  one  in  Hungry 
Horse  will  drain  either  down  1st  or  Main  Street  toward  the  Flat- 
head River,   The  system  in  Coram  will  be  drained  in  a  southwester- 
ly direction  toward  the  river  and  the  system  in  West  Glacier  will 
be  drained  northwesterly  along  the  existing  highway  to  Glacier  Park 
toward  the  Flathead  River. 

None  of  the  storm  drain  systems  will  be  dumped  directly 
into  the  Flathead  River.   Rather,  a  bed  of  riprap  will  be  placed 
at  the  outlet  to  form  a  stilling  basin  and  it  will  be  placed  such 
that  it  will  slow  the  velocity  of  the  water,  spread  it  out  and 
allow  the  silt  and  sand  to  settle  out.   It  will  be  designed  such 
that  it  should  not  overflow  and  allow  pollutants  to  enter  the  river. 

Surface  drainage  on  the  rural  portion  of  the  project  will 
be  handled  by  the  use  of  ditches  and  culverts.  Natural  drainage 
patterns  will  be  perpetuated. 

5.   Geologic  Resources 

This  project,  to  our  knowledge,  will  not  disturb 
any  geologic  resources. 
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7.  Transportation  Systems  j 

This  project  does  not  interfere  with  any  rail-  \ 
roads  or  airports  and  will  improve  the  bus  routes,  | 
truck  routes  and  automobile  routes. 

8.  Utility  Systems 

This  project  will  interfere  with  some  power, 
:,i!-     telephone,  gas,  and  water  lines.   The  actual  extent 

of  involvement  with  each  type  of  utility  is  not  known 
at  this  time  as  utility  plans  have  not  yet  been  completed 
however,  all  utilities  in  conflict  will  be  relocated 
and  perpetuated  throughout  the  project.   There  may  be 
some  short-time  disruption  to  the  systems  while  they 
are  being  relocated,  but  there  will  not  be  any  lasting 
environmental  effects. 
B.   ADVERSE  EIWIRONMENTAL  EFFECTS  WHICH  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED 

1.  Human  Resources 

In  order  to  provide  an  adequate  highway  facility 

to  accommodate  present  and  expected  future  traffic 

volumes,  new  right-of-way  will  have  to  be  acquired. 

As  most  homes  and  businesses  are  located  adjacent 

to  the  existing  narrow  right-of-way,  displacement 

cannot  be  avoided.   The  following  number  of  homes 

and  businesses  will  be  displaced  by  construction  of 

the  new  highway: 

24  Individuals  or  families 
10  Businesses 

2.  Land  Use 

Again,  in  order  to  provide  an  adequate  highway 
facility  to  accommodate  present  and  future  traffic 
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volumes,  new  right-of-way  will  have  to  be  acquired. 
Approximately  92  acres  of  forest  land  will  be  cleared 
to  provide  room  for  the  new  highway. 

The  possible  adverse  effect  of  the  clutter  of 
numerous  small  businesses  along  our  right-of-way  has 
been  given  serious  thought  in  regard  to  this  project 
and  we  are  currently  considering  the  idea  of  providing 
scenic  easements.   These  easements  are  narrow  strips  of 
land  along  our  right-of-way  that  can  be  used  to  control 
advertising  signs  and  the  number  and  location  of  businesses. 
We  cannot  condemn  for  this  type  of  property,  since  we  cannot 
prove  that  it  is  necessary  for  construction  of  the  project. 
Therefore,  the  scenic  strips  if  they  are  used,  will  not  be 
continuous,  as  some  people  will  not  sell  their  land  for  this 
type  of  use.   Although  these  easements  would  help  to  preserve 
the  environment  by  keeping  the  area  adjacent  to  the  Right-of- 
Way  free  of  development  and  encroachments,  it  would  have  an 
adverse  effect  on  small  businesses  that  did  try  to  develop 
along  the  project  and  therefore  the  benefits  that  would  be 
derived  are  questionable. 

3 .  Fish  and  Wildlife  Resources 

There  could  be  some  minor  adverse  environmental  effect 
on  fish  or  wildlife  resources;  however,  the  amount  will  not 
be  substantial  enough  to  cause  any  harm. 

4.  Vegetation  Resources 

Approximately  92  acres  of  trees  will  have  to  be  cleared 
for  this  new  highway  facility,  but  it  should  have  no  adverse 

environmental  effect  on  the  area. 
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5,   Water  and  Air  Resources 

There  may  be  some  slight  adverse  effects  on  water 
and  air  resources;  however,  they  will  not  be  enough  to 
be  considered  significant. 
5 .   Geologic  Resources 
,       There  should  be  no  adverse  effects  to  geologic 
resources. 

7.  Transportation  Systems 

There  should  be  no  adverse  environmental  effect 
to  any  transportation  systems. 

8.  Utility  Systems 

Although  some  utilities  will  have  to  relocated, 
there  should  be  no  significant  adverse  environmental 
effect.   The  possibility  of  burying  the  power  and 
telephone  lines  and  thereby  improving  the  aesthetics 
of  the  project  was  given  some  consideration,  but  was 
discarded  because  of  the  cost  and  problems  involved.  We 
have  estimated  that  burying  these  lines  could  run  into 
as  much  as  1/3  more  cost  for  utility  relocation.  Also, 
to  get  all  the  lines  along  the  project  buried,  we  would 
have  to  disturb  lines  that  were  not  really  in  conflict, 
but  could  not  be  left  standing  because  otherwise  the  lines 
would  be  going  from  underground  to  aerial  and  back  again. 
Since  the  power  and  telephone  lines  in  this  area  have  al- 
ways been  of  the  aerial  type,  we  would  not  making  the 
situation  any  worse  by  continuing  to  use  the  aerial  type. 
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9.   Forest  Service  Campground 

The  proposed  highway  project  will  require  a 
strip  along  the  northerly  boundary  of  the  site 
parallel  and  adjacent  to  U,  S, Highway  #2.   This 
strip  is  timbered  and  the  taking  will  slightly 
reduce  the  available  camping  space  of  Unit  17  of 
the  developed  units.   Unit  17  will  continue  to  be 
functional.   The  road  approach  into  the  campground 
will  be  reconstructed  and  paved.   Loss  of  some 
timber  screening  is  contemplated.   No  structural  or 
other  man-made  improvements  will  be  taken  from  the 
campground.   Approximately  1  acre  of  the  campground 
will  be  taken  for  construction  of  the  new  highway. 

The  proposed  highway  project  will  have  curb  and 
gutters  set  50  feet  right  of  centerline;  however, 
construction  limits  may  extend  as  far  as  80  feet 
right.   Only  those  trees  which  must  be  removed  will 
be  taken  in  the  clearing.   All  efforts  will  be  bent 
to  preservation  of  the  existing  timber  growth. 

With  the  curb  and  gutter  section  installed  as 
presently  planned,  there  will  still  be  80  feet  of 
clearance  between  the  highway  and  the  Hungry  Horse 
Campground  in  the  tightest  section. 
10.   Hungry  Horse  Park 

The  proposed  project  will  require  a  strip  along 
the  northerly  boundary  of  the  site  parallel  and  adjacent 
to  U.  S.  Highway  #2.   Park  improvements  (picnic  tables) 
will  be  moved  or  replaced  and  no  loss  in  available  facili- 
ties will  result.   Parking  will  be  available  on  both  the 
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northerly  and  southerly  boundaries.   Approximately  .5 
acres  of  the  park  will  be  taken  for  construction  of  the 
new  highway. 
11.  WILD  AND  SCENIC  RIVER  SYSTEM 

A  study  is  presently  underway  to  determine  the  possi- 
bility of  including  the  Flathead  River  in  the  Wild  and 
Scenic  River  System,   A  great  deal  of  work  has  already 
been  done  on  this  study  in  regard  to  scenic,  archaeolo- 
gical, soil,  fisheries  and  geologic  inventories  and  water 
quality  and  hydrology.   Coordination  meetings  have  also 
been  held  with  various  agencies,  among  them  the  Montana 
Department  of  Highways,  to  eliminate  or  minimize  conflicts 
that  could  arise  as  planning  develops. 

Since  this  project  will  not  affect  the  Flathead  River  in 
any  significant  manner,  we  do  not  feel  that  there  will  be  any 
environmental  intrusion  that  might  effect  the  river  classifi- 
cation or  management.   Therefore,  this  project  should  not 
have  any  effect  on  the  study,  nor  should  it  preclude  the 
possibility  of  the  river  becoming  part  of  the  system. 

If  the  River  Route  had  been  chosen  as  the  recommended 
alignment,  perhaps  the  project  could  have  affected  the  classi- 
fication because  of  the  visual  impact  that  would  have  occurred 
as  a  result  of  the  highway  being  built  adjacent  to  the  river. 
However,  the  River  Route  Alternate  was  not  selected. 
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C.   ALTERNATIVES 


1.   Route  Alternatives 


Other  routes  could  be  used  between  Hungry  Horse  and 
West  Glacier,  but  would  adversely  affect  the  surrounding 
area  in  the  following  ways:         ^ 

a.  Leave  the  small  communities,  homes  and  businesses 
without  an  adequate  highway  facility. 

b.  Leave  many  people  unemployed,  as  they  depend  on 
tourist  business  generated  by  this  highway, 

c.  Involve  the  destruction  of  many  trees  through  virgin 
forest  land  and  could  disrupt  the  wildlife  habitat, 

2 .   Martin  City  Alternates 

Northwest  of  Martin  City,  two  alternate  locations  were 
studied,  the  River  Route  and  the  Staked  Route.   These  two 
alternates  involve  approximately  1.5  miles  of  the  10.8  mile 
project.   They  begin  on  the  east  side  of  Hungry  Horse  at 
Station  190_+  and  extend  past  Martin  City  to  Station  2  704^,   - 
Exhibits  27  through  29  on  pages  183, 184,  and  B5  have  been  included 
to  show  the  alignment,  grade,  construction  limits.  Right-of-way 
lines  and  other  features  of  each  alternate.   Some  of  the  items 
shown  on  the  exhibits  may  change  somewhat  as  design  progresses. 
The  Staked  Route,  which  has  been  chosen  as  the  recommended 
alternate,  generally  follows  the  existing  highway  except  where 
the  alignment  has  been  revised  to  eliminate  several  sharp  and 
dangerous  curves.   Throughout  the  length  of  the  alternate  13 
houses  and  3  businesses  will  be  affected  and  require  relocation, 
There  are  also  7  vacant  shacks  and  sheds  and  2  summer  cabins 
that  will  be  within  the  new  right-of-way  and  have  to  be  moved 
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or  torn  down.   The  locations,  type,  estimated  supplemental 
housing  payments  and  estimated  moving  costs  are  as  follows: 


Type  of    Imps . 

Est      Supp. 

Est     Moving 

« 

Est  rmated 

Tot  Est  r 

Location 

i  n    Tak  inq 

Housing   Paymt . 

Costs 

Incidentali  Costs 

Per    Parcel. 

198+00  i 

Shack  s  Shed 
(vacant) 

> 



203+00  rt. 

2   old  buildin«g 
vacant) 

3 

—       L 

211+00  i 

House 

$5,000.00 

$      300.00 

$        100.00 

$5,400.00  - 

214+00  It. 

Trailer  House 

2,000.00 

400.00 

2,400.00 

214+50  It. 

House 

8,000.00   . 

500.00 

loo.-oo 

8,600.00 

215+40  rt. 

Laundromat 



500.00 

— 

500.00  i 

216+10  rt. 

House 

10,000.00 

400.00 

100.00 

10,500.0oL 

215+50  i 

Trailer  House 

2,000.00 

400.00 

2,400.00r 

217+00  It. 

Old  House 

100.00 

100.00 

217+00  rt. 

Trailer  House 

2,000.00 

400.00 

2,400.00 

224+90  It. 

Shack 



225+00  rt. 

House  &  Shop 

8,000.00 

400.00* 

100.00   . 

8,500.0oL 

227+20  It. 

Shack 

- 

100.00 

100.  OOr 

228+30  rt. 

House 

8,000.00 

300.00 

100.00 

8,400.00 

233+00  It. 

Motel-6  Units 

300.00 

300.00 

Office 
House 
House    .. 

8,000.00 
3.000.00 

200.00 
300.00 
300.00 

100.00 

200.00*- 
8,400.00 
3.300.00- 

247+00  It. 

House 

5,000.00 

400.00 

100.00 

5,500.00    1 

264+00  It.. 

Motel-3Units 

150.00 

150.00      : 

House 

5,000.00 

400.00 

100.00 

5,500.00    L 

House 

3,000.00 

300.00 

• 

3,300.00  r 

270+50  It. 

1  suinmer  cabir 

100.00 

100. 00 

1  suinmer  cahir 

100,00 

100.00  r 

1 

• 

69,000.00 

6.350.00 

800.00 

1 
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Approximately  38.78  acres  of  right-of-way  will  be 

required  for  this  alternate.   Of  this,  5.63  acres  are 

presently  being  used  for  the  PTW  (present  traveled  way) 

and  2.79  acres  are  U.  S.  Forest  Service  land.   The  cost 

estimate  for  this  right-of-way  is  as  follows:  > 

Estimated  value  of  Private  Lands   =  187,140 

"      depreciation  to  remainder  36,000 
"      value  of  improvements  in 

right-of-way            =  228,700 

Total  cost  estimate  for  right-of- 
way   =  $451,840 

Three  utility  companies  have  facilities  that  will 
require  relocation  on  this  alternate.   The  companies 
are  the  Pacific  Power  and  Light  Company,  Northwestern 
Telephone,  and  the  Montana  Power  Company.   The  estimat- 
ed cost  for  utility  moves  is  $44,700. 

As  indicated  on  the  profile  sheet  in  the  exhibit 
section,  two  large  cuts  of  from  40'  to  50'  will  be 
required  on  this  alternate.   The  first  cut  is  located 
between  Sta.  200+  and  208_+  and  the  other  is  from  Sta. 
215+  to  Sta.  223+.   These  large  cuts  will  make  it  difficult 
to  provide  proper  access  to  Martin  City  since  it  would  not 
be  feasible  to  place  any  approaches  within  the  limits  of 
these  cuts.   However,  2  approaches  will  be  provided,  one  at 
Sta.   213+;  and  another  at  Sta.  227_+.   These  approaches  will 
tie  into  the  present  highway.   The  2  large  cuts  will  no 
doubt  leave  some  type  of  scar  that  will  be  visible  for  a 
long  time.   Also,  it  will  be  necessary  to  clear  some  quite 
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heavily  forested  areas  before  construction  can  begin. 
The  estimated  construction  cost  for  this  alternate  is 
$616,000. 

The  River  Route  is  located  north  and  west  of  Martin 
City  on  a  plateau  easterly  and  above  the  Flathead  River. 
The  alignment  is  generally  parallel  to  the  river  and  in 
some  places  would  have  provided  a  scenic  view  of  the  river. 

This  alternate  would  have  required  the  relocation  of  9 
families  and  2  businesses.   Two  old  buildings  and  2  summer 
cabins  would  also  have  been  affected  and  would  have  had  to  have 
been  torn  down  or  moved. 

Following  is  a  breakdown  of  the  relocation  costs: 


[ 
I 

I 
[ 
I 

I 
[ 
[ 


Location 

Type  of  Imps . 
in  Takinq 

Est   Supp. 
Hous  i  nq  Paymt . 

Est  Moving 
Costs 

Estimated 
Incidental  Costs 

Tot   Est 

Per  Parce 

197+00  It. 

2  old  building 

s 

r 

197+50  It. 
201+00  rt. 

1  basement 
1  basement 

3  Unit  Apartme 
House 

$10,000.00 
10,000.00 

t 20, 000, 00 

$  400.00 
400,00 

900.00. 

$  100.00 
100,00 

300,00 

$10, 500. or 

10,500.00 
21,200.  oL 

5,500.oL 

216+00  rt. 

House 

5,000.00 

400.00 

100.00 

237+00  4 

House 

5,000.00 

400.00 

100.00 

5,500.00 

275+75  It. 

3  Unit  Motel 

Dwelling 

Dwelling 

5,000.00 
10,000,00 

300.00 
400.00 
340.00 

100.00 
100,00 

300. ot 

5,500.00 

10, 440. 0  ~ 

270+50  It. 

1  Summer  Cabir 

. 

100.00 

100.00 
100.  0_^ 

1  Summer  Ccibir 

. 

100.00 

\. 

- 

- 

p«" 

/ 

65,000.00 

3740.00 

900.00 

69,640. Of 
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The  total  right-of-way  required  for  this  alternate 

would  have  been  41,09  acres,  which  includes  3.79  acres 

currently  in  use  for  the  PTW  and  13.79  acres  of  Forest 

Service  land.   Estimated  cost  for  this  right-of-way  is 

as  follows: 

Estimated  value  of  private  land  =  70,530 
"  depreciation  to  remainder  =  40,000 
"    value  of  improvements     =    127, 000 

$237,530 
The  same  utility  companies  affected  on  the  Staked 
Route  would  also  be  affected  on  this  alternate.   Estimated 
cost  for  the  necessary  utility  relocations  is  $13,800. 

Two  large  cuts,  which  would  have  been  essentially  the 
same  as  those  on  the  Staked  Route,  would  have  been  required 
on  this  alignment.   In  addition,  this  alternate  would  have 
had  several  large  fills,  one  of  them  about  50'  high.   This 
fill,  between  Sta,  217+  and  Sta,  222+;  would  have  been  visible 
from  the  river  and  probably  would  have  been  an  eyesore  for 
those  on  float  trips.   Good  approaches  to  Martin  City  could 
have  been  provided,  although  they  would  have  had  to  have  been 
considerably  longer  than  those  on  the  Staked  Route,   The  amount 
of  clearing  of  heavily  forested  land  would  have  been  significant- 
ly largef  on  this  line.   The  estimated  construction  cost  for 
this  alternate  is  $539,000.00. 

The  Geology  Section  of  our  Materials  Bureau  has  made  a 
review  of  the  geologic  conditions  of  the  2  alternates  and  has 
determined  that  there  is  very  little  difference  between  the  two. 
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They  have  indicated  that  the  large  cuts  on  each  line 
would  be  similar  in  regard  to  material  and  height  and, 
therefore,  the  Staked  Line  would  probably  be  the  most 
desirable  since  it  has  smaller  fills  and  the  possibility 
of  stability  and  settlement  problems  would  be  less.   Both 
alternates  would  be  on  good  foundation  material  consisting 
of  bench  gravels. 

Following  is  a  summarized  cost  comparison  of  the  2 
alternates: 


ITEM 

Relocation 

rA 

Utilities 

Constr, 

TOTAL 

STAKED   ROUTE 

76,150 

451,840 

44,700 

616,000 

1,188,690 

RIVER    ROUTE 

69,640 

237,530 

13,800 

539,000 

859,970  1 

3 .   Alternates  North  of  Coram 

Three  alternates  were  studied  north  of  Coram,  the 
West  Alternate,  the  Staked  Route,  and  the  East  Alternate. 
These  3  alternates  start  at  Sta.  340jf  and  extend  to  Sta. 
435,  thereby  involving  approximately  1.8  miles  of  the 
project.   Exhibits  30  through  36  show  the  alignment,  grade, 
construction  limits,  right-of-way  lines  and  other  features 
for  each  alternate.   The  grades  or  alignment  may  change 
slightly  as  design  progresses. 

From  Sta.  340+  to  Sta.  370+,  all  of  the  alternates 
are  located  west  of  the  present  highway  with  the  West 
Alternate  farthest  away  from  U.  S.  2  and  the  East  Alternate 
the  closest.   Between  Sta.  370+  and  390ji:,  all  the  alternates 
cross  to  the  east  side  of  the  PTW  and  thereby  eliminate  a 
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bad  curve  on  the  present  highway.   All  the  alternates 
tie  back  into  the  PTW  at  Sta.  435+. 

The  West  Alternate,  which  is  the  reconimended  alternate, 
will  involve  the  relocation  of  one  mobile  home.   Estimated 
supplemental  housing  payments  are  $5000  and  estimated 
moving  costs  are  $325  for  a  total  of  $5325.   No  improve- 
ments would  have  been  involved  with  the  East  Alternate, 
The  Staked  Route  would  have  necessitated  the  following 
relocations:  .,  , 


Type  of  Imps  . 

Est   Supp. 

Est  Moving 

Est  imated 

Tot   Est 

Location 

in  Taking 

Housing  Paymt . 

Costs 

Incidental  Costs 

Per  Parce 

375+10  It. 

House 

$  7,000.00 

$   340.00 

$  100,00' 

$  7,440.00 

3  Unit  Motel 

200.00 

. 

200. OC 

Garage 

50.00 

50.  OC 

Shed 

50.00 

50.  OC 

380+50  It. 

Gift  Shop  & 
Office 

500«00 

500. OC 

385+00  rt. 

. 

House-  Attache 
garage 

d   5, 000^00 

500^00 

100.00 

1 

5,600.0C 

Art  Gallery  E 

Idg. 

1000^00 

1,000.0C 

\ 

$  12,000,00 

$2,640.00 

$    200.00 

$  14,840.0 
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The  amount  of  Right-of-Way  take  and  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  land  and  improvements  for  each  alternate 
are  as  follows: 
West  Alternate 
Acres: 

Estimated  Total  acres  in  R/W =   55.20  ac. 

Minus  P.T.W =(-)3.58  ac. 

Minus  U.S.  Forest  Service =(-)  11.35  ac. 

Net =   40.27  ac. 

Cost: 

Land =  $120,810 

Improvements =$  12,000 

Depreciation  =  $  50,000 

Total =  $182,810 

East  Alternate 
Acres: 
Estimated  -  Total  acres  in  R/W   ...,,..=   53.03  ac. 

Minus  P.T.W =(-)  4.59  ac. 

Minus  U.S.  Forest  Service  =(-) 11.35  ac. 

Net =    47.09  ac. 

Cost: 

Land =   $141,270 

Improvements =   None 

Depreciation    =   $  20,000 


Total =   $161,270 
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staked  Route 


Acres: 

Estimatec^  Total  acres  in  R/W =  65.43  ac. 

Minus  P.T.W =(-)  5.85  ac. 

Minus  U.S.  Forest  Service   =(-) 11.55  ac. 

Net =    48.03 


Cost: 

Land =  $144,090 

Improvements  =  $147,600 

Depreciation \    , =  $  20,000 


Total =  $311,690 

The  Montana  Power  Company,  NorthwestemTelephone,  and 

the  Pacific  Power  and  Light  Company  would  be  involved  with 

both  the  Staked  Route  and  the  East  Alternate.   The  West 

Alternate  would  effect  the  Pacific  Power  and  Light  costs 

for  utility  moves  on  each  alternate  are  as  follows: 

West  Alternate     $17,450 

East  Alternate     $50,300 

Staked  Route      $61,250 

The  geologic  conditions  of  the  3  alternates  are  very 

similar.   The  basic  differences  are: 

1)  The  East  Alternate  has  2  swampy  areas  to  cross. 

2)  The  Staked  Route  has  1  swampy  area  to  cross. 

3)  The  West  Alternate  has  no  swampy  areas  and  therefore 
holds  a  slight  advantage  from  this  standpoint. 

All  three  of  the  routes  have  essentially  the  same  cut- 
fill  conditions.   Due  to  the  fact  that  the  differences  are 
so  slight,  none  of  the  alternates  really  has  a  decisive 
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advantage  over  the  others. 

The  West  Alternate  and  the  East  Alternate  would 
involve  clearing  the  greatest  amount  of  trees. 

The  estimated  construction  cost  for  each  alternate 
are  as  follows: 


West  Alternate  $314,000 

East  Alternate  $325,000 

Staked  Route  $291,500 

A  summary  of  the  total  cost  for  each  alternate  is 

as  follows: 


," 

ITEM 

Relocation 

rA 

Utilities 

Constr. 

TOTAL 

West  Alternate 
East  Alternate 
Staked  Route 

$5325 

0 

$14,840 

$182,810 
$161,270 

$311,690 

1 

$17,450 
$50,300 
$61,250 

$314,000 
$325,000 
$291,500 

$519,585 
$536, 57( 
$679,280 

4.  Route  Modifications 

Modifications  to  the  route  have  been  made  by  projecting 
away  from  some  improvements, 

5 .  Parks  and  Recreation  Areas 

Alternates  were  studied  through  Hungry  Horse  to  try  to  ' 

eliminate  involvement  with  the  park  areas.   One  alternate 
consisted  of  a  couplet  system,  one-way  traffic  on  either  side      u 
of  the  park  areas.   This  alternate  would  consist  of  a  connection 
on  the  west  end  which  would  go  through  a  Forest  Service  camp- 
ground and  a  connection  on  the  east  end  that  would  go  through 
the  Forest  Service  complex.   As  a  result,  this  alternate  was 
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discarded  because  of  its  adverse  effect  to  the  area. 

Another  alternate  studied  consisted  of  a  four- 
lane  highway  without  left  turn  bays.   As  this  is  an 
unsafe  practice,  because  of  the  many  left  turns  made  by 
tourists  unfamiliar  with  the  community,  this  alternate 
was  discarded. 

The  third  alternate  consisted  of  a  four-lane  highway 
with  left  turn  bays,  but  would  require  a  20-foot  strip 
from  the  park  areas.   This  alternate  was  chosen  and  accept- 
ed by  the  community,  if  we  improve  a  ball  field  and  tennis 
court  in  place  of  the  park  area  we  acquire, 
6,   The  Do-Nothinq  Alternative 

The  do-nothing  alternative  was  considered,  but  not 
recommended,  because  of  the  drastic  need  for  a  new  highway 
through  this  area.  '■''■■ 

The  existing  highway  only  has  a  22-foot  paved  top  and 
the  alignment  is  very  poor  with  numerous  sharp,  dangerous 
curves.   Since  this  highway  is  a  main  route  to  and  from  Glacier 
National  Park  and  carries  a  great  deal  of  traffic,  it  certainly 
warrants  reconstruction  to  provide  a  safer  and  more  adequate 
highway.,, 
D.   RELATIONSHIP  BETV\TEEN  SHORT-TERM  USES  AND  LONG-TERM  PRODUCTIVITY 
This  area  is  primarily  a  tourist  and  recreation  area  which 
can  be  considered  a  long-term  business.   The  many  small  businesses 
located  along  this  route  will  probably  be  for  short-time  use  be- 
cause, as  time  goes  by,  they  will  gradually  disappear  or  give  way 
to  newer  and  better  facilities, 
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E .   IRREVERSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES 
The  land  taken  for  right-of-way  will  result  in  the 
elimination  of  trees  and  forest  land.   This  will  also 
involve  the  taking  of  some  homes  and  businesses,  which 
can  be  relocated. 

V.  BENEFITS 

A.  COMMUNITY 

This  project  will  benefit  the  community  by  giving 
them  a  better  transportation  facility  for  their  own 
personal  use  and  aid  in  their  economic  activity  by 
bringing  more  tourists, 

B.  STATE 

This  project  will  benefit  the  state  by  giving  the 
tourists  a  better  and  safer  highway  which  in  turn  will 
bring  the  same  tourists  back  year  after  year.   Tourists 
have  to  travel  through  Montana  to  reach  Glacier  National 
Park  and  will,  therefore,  aid  the  economy, 

C.  NATION 

This  project  will  be  a  benefit  to  the  nation,  as  it 
will  provide  for  safe  travel  for  tourists  from  throughout 
the  nation  that  may  visit  Glacier  National  Park. 

VI.  MEASURES  TAKEN  TO  MINIMIZE  HARM  TO  4  (f)  LANDS 

A.   MEASURES  TO  MINIMIZE  HARM  TO  FOREST  SERVICE  COMPGROUND 

Designers  have  attempted  to  complement  the  campground 
area  by  improving  the  common  boundary  between  the  highway  and 
campground  by  delineation,  improved  roadway  drainage,  steepening 
slopes  to  preserve  trees  and  vegetation,  replanting  trees  near 
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the  approach,  provide  a  much  safer  approach,  provide  a  border 
strip  for  pedestrian  traffic  and  construct  a  four-lane  highway 
for  safer  travel. 

Other  benefits  will  be  the  elimination  of  weed  and  trash 
collecting  borrow  pits,  dust  from  the  roadway  shoulders  and  a 
more  attractive  entrance.   The  curb  and  gutter  to  be  constructed 
will  carry  the  roadway  drainage  channels  and  eliminate  ponding 
and  stagnation  that  is  now  present. 

The  Department  of  Highways  has  agreed  to  replant  trees 
between  Camping  Unit  17  and  the  new  highway  facility.   Furthermore, 
the  department  will  build  temporary  detours  during  construction  so 
that  campers  will  not  be  inconvenienced  and  will  have  ready  access 
to  the  camping  area.   While  noise  and  dust  may  occasionally  be 
unavoidable  during  construction,  the  contractor (s)  will  be  required 
to  exercise  reasonable  control  and  cooperate  with  the  local  residents 
to  maintain  tolerable  conditions. 

The  Forest  Service  has  indicated  that  the  3  items  listed  in 
exhibit  No.  5  on  page  159  will  be  adequate  compensation  for  the 
small  strip  of  campground  that  will  be  taken  for  highway  right-of- 
way.   The  Montana  Department  of  Highways  will  comply  with  the  require- 
ments as  requested, 
B,   MEASURES  TO  MINIMIZE  HARM  TO  HUNGRY  HORSE  PARK 

County  officials  have  been  contacted  regarding  possible 
replacement  of  the  land  to  be  taken,  and  they  favor  improvement 
of  existing  parks  in  lieu  of  replacement.   Their  preference  is  to 
provide  the  necessary  grading  and  surfacing  for  a  double  basketball 
court  and  a  double  tennis  court.   This  can  be  accomplished  either 
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^y  payment  for  the  land  taken  and  let  the  county  contract 
the  work,  or  include  it  in  the  roadway  contract. 

In  addition,  a  delineation  of  the  roadway-park  boundary 
by  a  curb  and  gutter  will  eliminate  ponding  and  mud  along  the 
road  and  give  the  remaining  land  a  more  attractive  appearance. 
The  border  strip  (area  between  the  curb  and  the  right-of-way 
line)  will  remain  in  public  ownership  and  be  available  to  the 
remaining  park  land  after  construction. 

During  construction,  access  will  be  available  to  the 
users,  either  directly  or  indirectly.  Noise  and  dust  will  be 
reasonably  controlled  by  the  contractor  while  construction  is 
in  progress. 

Exhibits  11  through  14  provide  evidence  of  an  agreement 
with  the  Flathead  County  Commissioners  on  compensation  for  the 
park  land  that  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   A  description 
of  the  improvements  and  the  general  location  is  also  provided 
in  these  exhibits. 
VII.   4(F)  DETERMINATION 

Several  alternate  proposals  have  been  considered  in 
determining  the  most  appropriate  location  and  design  of  this 
project.   They  have  been  described  in  the  Alternates  Section 
of  this  statement.   in  reviewing  the  alternate  proposals  and 
pondering  "line  shifts",  etc.,  the  reader  should  keep  in  mind 
certain  limiting  conditions  that  control  the  alignments  and 
designs  of  highway  projects.  These  include  cultural,  economic, 
social,  environmental  and  physical  considerations  that  must  be 
observed.   In  the  following  paragraphs  these  considerations 
are  reviewed. 
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A.  ECONOMIC  CONSIDERATIONS 

These  considerations  are  twofold:  availability  of 
public  funds  to  build  the  project  and  the  economic  impact 
within  the  project  area.   By-passing  the  business  community 
of  Hungry  Horse  would  have  a  serious  affect  on  this  tourist 
dependent  town.   To  by-pass  would  require  new  bridge  constr- 
uction, which  would  deplete  available  funds  and  subsequently 
defer  construction  of  the  contemplated  project.   Historically, 
reconstruction  over  an  existing  right-of-way  and  highway  are 
ultimately  more  economical  than  new  or  virgin  alignment, 

B.  CULTURAL  AND  SOCIAL  CONSIDERATIONS 

The  community  of  Hungry  Horse  prefers  the  established 
route.   This  precludes  the  need  to  re-orient  traffic  and 
sustains  local  fire  protection,  mail,  school  and  recreational 
patterns  which  would  increase  costs  substantially.   Displacement 
of  people  and  businesses  should  be  kept  to  a  minimum, 

C.  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSIDERATIONS 

To  rebuild  over  the  existing  route  eliminates  dis- 
turbing or  destroying  the  environment  along  a  new  alignment 
where  pristine  conditions  are  common  and  may  exist.  Aesthetically, 
the  replacement  of  an  obsolete,  patched-up  roadway  will  enhance 
the  beauty  and  environment  of  Hungry  Horse, 

D.  PHYSICAL  CONSIDERATIONS 

To  utilize  the  existing  bridge  across  the  South  Fork  of 
the  Flathead  River  and  the  main  thoroughfare  of  Hungry  Horse, 
imposes  very  restrictive  horizontal  control  on  designers  of  a 
modern  four-lane  highway.   To  re-route  northerly  could  require 
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new  bridge  construction,  relocation  of  people  and  damage 
the  business  community.   To  re-route  southerly  would  require 
introducing  additional  curvature,  and  ultimately,  lengthen 
the  project. 
E ,   DETERMINATION 

It  has,  therefore,  been  deteirmined  by  the  State  of 
Montana,  Department  of  Highways,  that  there  are  no  prudent 
and  feasible  alternatives  to  the  taking  of  these  public  park 
lands  for  highway  purposes.   The  chosen  corridor  is  the  least 
expensive,  serves  the  traveling  public  and  community  best,  does 
not  require  a  significant  amount  of  new  right-of-way  and  has  a 
minimal  impact  on  the  environment. 

The  proposed  alignment  and  design  of  this  highway  project, 
within  this  corridor,  has  progressed,  cognizant  of  the  long-term 
and  short-term  needs  of  the  people,  the  environment,  and  still 
provide  a  safe  and  efficient  facility.   There  are  several  million 
acres  of  public  land  available  for  recreational  use  and  develop- 
ment in  this  region.   These  sites  are  not  especially  unique, 
but  exist  primarily  because  of  access  from  and  benefit  of  the 
existing  road. 

VIII.  COMMENTS  FROM  OTHER  AGENCIES  ON  DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  STATEMENT 
AND  DRAFT  4  (F)  SECTION  DETERMINATION 

Letters  from  other  agencies  containing  their  comments 

on  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement  and  Draft  4  (F)  Section 

Determination  are  included  as  a  part  of  this  Final  Statement. 

With  each  letter  that  had  a  comment  or  question,  we  have  attached 

a  discussion  of  the  comment  or  an  explanation  where  a  discussion 

of  the  comment  can  be  found  in  this  statement.   There  were  no 

letters  indicating  that  any  other  major  environmental  issues 
should  be  considered  or  discussed. 
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WILBUR  WHITE.  VICE  CHAIRM 
HOMER  C.  BAILEY.  CORVALLI 
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REST  H.   ANDERSON,  CHAIRMAN 


DOUGLAS   G.    SMITH.    DIRECTOR.    HELENA 
EVERETT  REDE^'.N.   FORSYTH 
JOSEPH   B.   REBE'^.   HELENA 


June  1,  1971 


Mr.  Lewis  M.  Chittim 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Department 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

Dear  Lew: 

We  have  received  your  request  for  us  to  review  your  environmental  con- 
sideration for  the  Hungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier  Project.  This  has  been  turned 
over  to  our  "Environmental  Impact  Committee"  and  will  be  reviewed  by  the 
various  disciplines  within  the  Montana  Water  Resources  Board.  Our  review  will 
be  back  to  you  by  June  25,  1971. 

We  appreciate  having  the  opportunity  to  examine  your  considerations. 


W 


Sincerely, 

MONTANA  WATER  RESOURCES  BOARD 
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UNITED  STATES 


xS^JDEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 


GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

Wate^  Resources  Division 
P.O.    Box   1696 
Helena,    Montana 
59601 


June   2,    1971 


Lewis  M.  Chittim,  P.E. 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  hbntana   59601 

Dear  Mr.  Chittim: 

Tne  draft  of  the  environmental  statement  (F-257  (16)  Hungry  Horse- 
West  Glacier)  accompanying  your  letter  of  May  27,  1971,  has  been  re-. 
viewed,  as  requested,  by  our  office.   We  believe  the  water  resources  of 
the  area  have  been  adequately  considered  in  the  stateraent,  and  find  no 
reason  to  anticipate  adverse  lasting  effects  to  the  water  resources  of 
the  area. 


We  call  your  attention  to  a  small  error  in  the  first  paragrnph  of 
page  3.   The  River  Route  follows  the  Flathead  River,  not  the  South  Fork 
of  the  Flathead  River  as  stated  in  the  third  sentence. 


George  M.  Fike 


District  Chief 
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j    Date  Rcr.d. 


rrnco-^zt^kz/j^//^  [ 


The  noted  error  will  be  corrected  to  indicate  that  the 
River  Route  follows  the  Flathead  River. 
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DEPARTMENT  01^  TRAl^i^i^OFTATION 
UNITEb  STATES '.SbXsT  GUARD 


Address  repfy  to: 
COMMANDER  (dpa) 
Thirteenth  Coast  Guard  Distr 
618  Second  Ave. 
Seattle,  Wash.     98104 


•   5922 

8  JUN  1971 


Mr.  Lewis  M.  Chittim,  P.  E. 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana    59601 

Dear  Mr.  Chittim: 

The  following  project  has  been  reviewed  by  the  Commander, 
13th  Coast  Guard  District,  Seattle,  Washington,  and  it  has 
been  determined  that  said  project  will  have  no  foreseeable, 
significant  impact  upon  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard  programs. 

Draft  Environmental  Statement  (dtd  May  1,  1971) 

F-257  (16) 

Hungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier 

Sincerely, 


q.//nri.ii..i 


J.  J.  McClelland 

Rear  Admiral,  U.  S.  Coast  Guard 
Commander,  13th  Coast  Guard  District 


\./- 
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IN  REPLY 

REFER  TO;         730 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 
REGIONAL    OFFICE.    REGION    I 


ISoI'  fj    ^°^    8008 
BOISe]  IDAHO      83707 


JiJM  11  1971 


Mr.  Lewis  Mo  Cliittim 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59^01 

Dear  Mr.  Chittiiri: 


As  reciuestcd  in  your  letter  of  May  27^ .  19T1>  we  have  reviewed  your 
Di^aft  Environmental  Statement  for  Project  F-25T  (l6),  Hungry  Horse- 
West  Glacier. 

The  project  is  primarily  concerned  in  improving  and  upgrading 
Highway  Number  2  between  Hungry  Horse  and  West  Glacier,  both  areas 
having  a  high  tourist  attraction.   It  would  appear  that  the  state- 
ment has  adequately  covered  all  resources  that  would  be  affected 
by  the  proposed  plan,  and  eve.iy  effort  has  been  made  to  minimize 
adverse  environmental  effects. 


r  ■*.— ^- 


The  statement  appears  to  adequately  cover  the  requirements  covered 
by  Section  102(2)(c)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969*   The  opportunity  to  revjew  this  statement  is  appreciated. 
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Sincerely, 
^Jjng    Regional  Director 
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FLATHEAD    COUNTY 
BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

KALIS  PELL,  MONTANA 

P.   0.   Box  1000 

JOE     A    DE    LONG  CL««K 


^N.^  IL:    ,   1ISSICN 


;  .  '  '^  i 


IIIM    1  1    1071  ^^*       ^^"^^ 

Montana  Highway  Commission  .  JUrl  ii    13/1  ,     F-257    (16) 

Helena  !         '  ,,  Hungry  Horse  - 

Montana  ii'ir:,'A     m.^  i'm\  West  Glacier 

I         hLl^ivA,  ^!  iiif..;A I 

Attention:   Grover  0.  Powers,  P.  E. , 
Preconstruction  Engineer 

Dear  Mr.  Powers: 

In  compliance  with  Public  Law  91-190,  Section  102  (2)(C)  in  regard  to  Hungry  Horse 
West  Glacier  Project  F-27  (16)  our  office  has  made  a  detailed  study  of  the  project 
regarding  the  environmental  impact  resulting  from  this  construction.   We  believe 
the  contents  of  this  brochure  are  very  factual  and  we  would  have  no  comments  to 
make  on  any  of  the  statements  contained  therein.   We  do  have  a  few  comments  we 
wish  to  make  regarding  the  alternate  construction  surveys  which  appear  in  a  few 
areas  within  this  project. 

.There  arc  alternate  alignments  being  studied  near  Martin  City,  and  our  office 
wishes  to  go  on  record  as  favoring  the  river  route  on  this  portion  of  the  highway 
to  be  constructed. 

Three  alternate  alignments  are  given  for  the  section  north  east  of  Coram,  and  our 
offices  favors  the  staked  route  as  shown  on  the  enclosed  maps. 

The  reasons  for  our  stating  these  choices  are  that  we  feel  there  will  be  less  dis- 
turbance to  the  environment  and  especially  the  one  near  Martin  City  will  eliminate 
a  very  dangerous  situation  as  it  now  exists  and  will  also  be  of  considerable  scenic 
value. 

We  have  one  further  comment  we  would  like  to  make  and  that  is  regarding  the  section 
which  is  from  just  east  of  Coram  to  West  Glacier.   In  the  brochure  there  are  pro- 
visions made  for  a  four  lane  highway  but  only  two  lanes  are  to  be  constructed 
under  this  proposed  contract.   It  is  our  understanding  that  you  are  to  acquire 
additional  right  of  way  within  the  scope  of  this  contract  for  the  additional  two 
lanes  to  be  constructed  at  a  later  time.   We  feel  very  definitely  that  this 
acquisition  of  sufficient  area  for  a  four  lane  highway  should  be  acquired  at 
the  present  time  for  the  reason  that  the  acquisition  of  rights  of  way  seem  to  be 
raising  in  price  and  in  the  interest  of  economy  we  think  that  it  should  be  made 
at  this  time. 
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Montana  Highway  Commission 


Page  2 


June  10,  1971 


We  do  hope  our  comments  will  be  of  benefit  to  you  in  your  final  decisions  as  to 
the  alignment  of  this  much  need  construction. 

Sincerely  yours, 

BOARD  OF  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS 


CEHrlf 
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By_r 


fc<^Uyji^^ 
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Clifford  £.  Haines,  Chairman 
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Helena,  Montana 
June  14,  1971 


32-SCK 


F  257  (16) 
Hungry  Horse- 
West  Glacier 


Board  of  County  Commissioners 

Flathead  County 

Box  1000 

Kalispell,  Montana    59901 

Gentlemen: 

This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  letter  of  June 
10,  1971  regarding  the  subject  project. 

Your  constructive  comments  are  appreciated  and  will 
certainly  be  considered  in  the  final  analysis. 

Regarding  your  comment  about  four  lane  right-of-way; 
we  do  plan  to  secure  four  lane  right-of-way  all  the  way 
from  Hungry  Horse  to  West  Glacier  even  though  we  will 
probably  only  be  able  to  build  two  lanes  for  part  of  that 
distance. 

Again,  we  thank  you  for  your  interest  in  the  project. 

Very  truly  yours. 


32-GOP:SCK:sp 

cc:  J.R,  Beckert  w/attach 

B.C,  Miller   w/attach 

Don  Anderson  w/attach 

cS-i-eT  Kologi   w/attach 


LEWIS  M.  CHITTIM,  P.E., 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ENGINEER 


Jrover  O,  Towers,  P.E,, 
Preconstruction  Engineer 


'  ;  "■^^\:^Cf^. 


oeoRGe  vucAMoviCH. 


«  E    CCfFEY 
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The  preceding  letter  was  sent  to  the  Flathead  County  Commis- 
sioners in  reply, to  their  comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement. 

Since  that  letter  was  written,  recommended  alternates  have 
been  chosen  for  the  project.   In  the  vicinity  of  Martin  City,  the 
recommended  alternate  is  the  Staked  Route.   This  alternate  was 
chosen  mainly  on  the  basis  of  public  opinion  at  the  public  hearing, 
which  was  strongly  in  favor  of  the  Staked  Route. 

Northeast  of  Coram,  the  West  Alternate  was  chosen  as  the 
recommended  alternate.   This  recommendation  was  based  on  public 
opinion  and  also  because  the  West  Alternate  was  considered  to  be 
the  most  economical. 

The  above  noted  recommended  alternates  have  been  approved  by 
the  Montana  Highway  Commission,  but  as  yet  have  not  been  submitted 
to  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  for  their  consideration  and 
approval. 

As  noted  in  the  preceding  letter,  right-of-way  for  four- lane 
construction  will  be  secured  throughout  the  entire  length  of  the 
project. 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 


JUN17  1971 


685  Sunset  Blvd.,  Kalispell,  Montana  59901 
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Lewis  M.  Chlttim,  P.E. 
State  Highway  Engineer 
State  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 
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Dear  Mr,  Chittira: 


This  Is  in  reply  to  your  letter  of  May  27,  1971  regarding  environmental 
statement  on  Hungry  Horse-West  Glacier  highv;ay  project. 

We  wish  to  offer  the  following  comments  regarding  the  proposed  road 
construction: 


1.  Every  effort  should  be  made  to  hold  cut  and  fill  sections  to  a 
minimum  since  these  have  a  detrimental  affect  to  the  esthetic 
values  of  the  area.   By  holding  cuts  and  fills  to  a  minimum 
revegetation  of  disturbed  areas  is  simplified. 

2.  Slopes  on  cut  and  fill  sections  and  all  disturbed  areas  should 
be  gentle  enough  to  assure  proper  establishment  of  vegetation 
and  prevention  of  erosion. 

3.  Top  soil  should  be  stock  piled  for  placement  on  cut  and  fill 
slopes  and  other  disturbed  areas  to  assure  proper  establish- 
ment of  revegetation. 

4.  Non  erosive  grades  on  construction  areas  and  necessary  struc- 
tures should  be  installed  to  prevent  erosion. 

5.  In  revegetation  on  slopes,  borrow  areas,  etc.,  use  native 
varieties  wherever  possible. 

6.  Abandoned  sections  of  road  should  be  prepared  for  revegetation 
and  included  as  part  of  the  construction  and  revegetation 
programs. 

Very  truly  yours. 


L-/ 


[jH^^^.^^ 


L.  Osburnsen,  Area  Conservationist 


e~  --^./W^V- 


Zrx 


Levils   Fuller,  District  Conservationist 
cc:  A.  B.  Linford 


L1JJ..L1±U-.. 
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We  have  the  following  comments  to  offer  in  regard  to  the 
items  that  were  presented  by  the  UiS.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Soil  Conservation  Service: 

(1)  Efforts  will  be  made  to  hold  cut  and  fill  sections  to  a 
minimum.   This  is  a  general  practice  of  the  Department 
of  Highways  because  of  the  fact  that  the  less  earthwork 
involved  with  a  project,  the  less  it  will  cost  for  con- 
struction.  However,  due  to  our  limitations  on  steepness 
of  grades  and  the  rugged  terrain  on  this  project,  it  is 
inevitable  that  there  will  have  to  be  numerous  cut  and 
fill  sections, 

(2)  For  most  of  this  project,  the  steepest  slope  will  be  2:1, 
From  past  experience,  we  have  determined  that  this  slope 
is  gentle  enough  for  the  re-establishment  of  vegetation. 
There  may  be  some  minor  erosion  while  the  slope  is  bare, 
but  once  the  vegetation  is  established,  this  will  be 
negligible.   There  will  be  some  areas  in  the  project 
where  rock  cuts  are  encountered.   These  slopes  will  be 
considerably  steeper  than  2:1,  however,  we  do  not  try  to 
establish  vegetation  on  the  rocky  areas. 

(3)  It  is  the  general  practice  of  the  Montana  Department  of 
Highways  to  stockpile  topsoil  and  replace  it  on  cut  and 
fill  slopes. 

(4)  Erosion  control  features  such  as  embankment  protectors, 
bituminous  curbing,  and  adequate  drainage  facilities 
will  be  incorporated  into  the  design  of  this  project. 
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(5)   In  general,  the  Department  of  Highways  attempts  to 
revegetate  roadside  areas  with  native  varieties; 
however,  this  is  not  always  possible  due  to  the  non- 
availability of  native  grass  seeds.   For  this  project, 
the  main  grasses  we  will  use  to  revegetate  will  be 
Kentucky  Bluegrass,  Smooth  Brome  and  Hard  Fescue. 

(5)   Those  sections  of  the  abandoned  road  that  are  not 

required  for  access  will  be  obliterated  and  restored 
to  their  original  condition  and  then  reseeded. 
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DEPARTMENT    OF    THE    ARMY 
omaVja  district,  corps  of  engineers 
'',^^  u.^.  post  office  and  court  house 
omaha.  nebraska  66102 


17  June  1971 


Mr.   Grover  0.   Powers,  P.E. 
Preconstruction  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59^01 


Dear.  Mr.  Powers:  - 

Reference  is  made  to  your  letter  of  27  May  1971  transmitting 
the  environmental  statement  for  project  F-257(l6)  Hungry  Horse- 
West  Glacier  to  the  Omaha  District  for  review. 

Because  the  project  is  located  in  the  Seattle  District,  this  office 
is  forwarding  the  statement  to  that  office  for  their  response. 


Sincerely  yours , 


0^  Chief, 


BURNETT 
Engineering  Division 


^■» 
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Helena,  Montana  59601 
June  23,  1971 


/  ' 


Mr.  Lewis  M,  Chittim 
State  Highway  Enp:ineer 
Montana  Highway  Department 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


Attention:  Mr.  Grover  0.  Powers 


Dear  Lew: 


We  have  reviewed  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  project 
F-257(l6),  Hungry  Horse-West  Glacier. 

Listed  below  are  our  comments  on  the  above  subject: 

The  proposed  highway  changes  from  Hungry  Horse  to  West  Glacier  do  not 
appear  to  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the  game  populations  in  the  area.  This 
road  does  not  bisect  a  critical  winter  range  where  game  may  be  highly  concentrated. 

The  four  lane  road  will  make  passage  more  difficult  for  animals  crossing 
the  right-of-way.  During  spring,  summer  and  fall  there  are  deer,  elk  and  moose 
in  the  area  and  occasionally  grizzly  bear  —  possibly  a  higher  highway  mortality 
on  deer  could  be  expected. 

Destruction  of  bird  habitat,  especially  waterfowl,  will  result  if  the 
staked  line  or  the  east  alternate  is  chosen  for  the  area  just  east  of  Coram 
(photo  sheet  2  of  4-) , 

The  considerations  in  V-A-3,  the  alternate  west  near  the  river  just 
northwest  of  Martin  City  can  add  some  quality  scenic  vistas.  An  access  for 
anglers  to  the  river  will  be  readily  developed  if  an  off-the-road  parking  width 
is  left  west  of  the  road  and  north  of  Abbott  Greek. 

Sincerely, 

FRANK  H.  DUMLE 

STATE  FISH  .AND  GAME  DIRECTOR 


By 


/fi^j:  u,.  6.JU.^J^ 


RWB/sd 

cc:  Robert  Schumacher 


RALPH  W.  POLAND,  ASSISTANT  CHIEF 
ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURCES  DIVISION 


-  58  - 


Northeast  of  Coram  the  West  Alternate  was  chosen  as  the 
recommended  alignment  and  this  in  agreement  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  Fish  and  Game,  as  it  will  cause  minimum  bird  habitat 
destruction. 

Northwest  of  Martin  City,  the  Staked  Route  was  chosen  as  the 
recommended  alternate  and  this  line  is  not  near  enough  to  the 
river  to  necessitate  parking  for  fishermen. 

The  fact  that  a  higher  highway  mortality  on  deer  could  be 
expected  has  been  mentioned. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

REGION  VIII 

FEDERAL  OFFICE   BUILDING 

19TH  AND  STOUT  STREETS 

DENVER,  COLORADO    80202 

June  23,  1971 


Lewis  M.  Chittim,  P.E. 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  Chittim: 


We  are  currently  reviewing  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
for  F-257  (16)  Hungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier  and  will  shortly  forward 
you  our  comments. 

Unfortunately  our  comments  will  not  meet  your  June  27  deadline.  We 
did  not  receive  the  Statement  until  June  7  since  it  had  been  sent 
to  the  old  Federal  Water  Quality  Administration  office  in  Portland, 
Oregon. 

Several  Federal  environmental  programs  were  combined  in  the  new 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  on  December  2,  1970.  Programs 
involved  in  this  transfer  of  functions  included  the  former  Water 
Quality  Administration  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  the 
former  Ndtiorial  Air  Pollution  Control  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare;  the  former  Bureaus 
Solid  Waste  Management,  Water  Hygiene,  and  Radiological  Health 
from  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare;  as  well  as 
Pesticides  programs  from  several  Federal  Government  agencies.  We 
shall  appreciate  having  you  direct  environmental  impact  statements 
to  this  office  which  were  formerly  addressed  to  any  of  the  above- 
named  agencies. 

Hopefully  our  comments  will  arrive  in  time  to  assist  you  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Final  Statement.  We  are  looking  forward  to 
working  with  you  in  the  future. 
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Sincerely  yours 


i   Donald  P.  Dubois 
Interim  Regional  Coordinator 
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'SEN-PL-ER  \V\\^ 


VAN^EPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

^El^TLE    DISTRICT.  CORPS    Of    ENGINEERS 
J      "^  1519   ALASKAN   WAY    SOUTH 

SEATTLE.  WASHINGTON     98134 


2  5  JUN  1971 


z'*. 


Lewis  M.  Chittim,  State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highwaj^  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


Dear  Mr.  Chittim: 


We  have  reviewed  your  draft  Environmental  Statement  on  Project  F-257(16) 
Hungry  Horse-West  Glacier  transmitted  by  your  letter  32-SCK  dated  27 
May  1971  and  have  the  following  comments. 

In  two  cases,  alternate  routes  are  discussed  but  the  proposed  route  is 
not  indicated.   Without  profile  drawings  of  the  "River  Route"  between 
Martin  City  and  Coram,  we  are  unable  to  determine  whether  or  not  it 
encroaches  on  the  flood  plain. 

Although  the  draft  statement  mentions  a  number  of  environmental  impacts 
and  adverse  effects,  they  are  not  quantified.   Examples  of  this  can  be 
found  in  Sections  VA  and  B,  such  as:   Section  VAl.  -  The  number  of 
permanent  homes,  summer  homes,  mobile  homes  and  business  to  be  relocated 
is  not  stated;  Section  VA2.  -  The  amount  of  forest  and  park  land  to  be 
cleared  is  not  stated;  Section  VA3.  -  The  amount  of  wildlife- habitat 
required  for  construction  is  not  stated.   The  same  comments  apply  to  the 
same  paragraph  numbers  in  Section  VB.   An  adequate  review  of  the  environ- 
mental impacts  and  effects  is  not  possible  without  some  quantification. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  draft  environmental 
statement. 

Sincerely  yours. 


H.  W.  irJNSOH 

Lt.  Colonel,  Corps  of  EnginGsrs 

Deputy  District  Engineer 
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As  has  been  indicated  previously,  the  Staked  Route  was 
chosen  as  the  recommended  alternate  and  this  line  \7ill  not  en- 
croach on  the  Flathead  River  Flood  Plain. 

Sections  V-A  and  B  in  the  statement  have  been  revised  and 
the  environmental  impacts  and  adverse  effects  mentioned  in  the 
letter  from  the  Department  of  the  Army  have  been  quantified. 
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.    GOVERNOR  FORREST  H.  ANDERSON.  CHAIRMAN 


WILBUR   WHITE.    VICE  CHAIRMAN   AND   SECRETARY.    TWODOT 
HOMER  C     BAILEY.  CORVALLIS 
RILEY  OSTBY.  WOLF  POINT 
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Mr.  Lewis  M.  Chittim 
Montana  Highw.-'y  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  Chittim: 


June  25,  1971 

In  reply  refer  to: 


DOUGLAS   G.    SMITH.    DIRECTOR.    HELENA 
EVERETT   REDEEM,    FORSYth 
JOSEPH   B.   REBER.  Helena 


l^ter  Resources  Division 


In  compliance  with  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969, 
the  Montana  Water  Resources  Board  has  written  up  our  appraisal  of 
the  Environmental  Impact  of  the  Hungry  Horse— West  Glacier  Road 
Project.   We  hope  that  you  will  consider  our  comments  and  recom- 
mendations beneficial. 


Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  project. 

Sincerely, 

MONTANA  WATER  RESOURCES  BOARD 


c 


Douglas  G'.  Smith 
Director 


h 


/' 


-A, 


/ 
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MONTANA  WATER  RESOURCES  BOARD 

COMMENTS  OF  THE  HUNGRY  HORSE  -  VEST  GLACIER  ROAD  PROJECT 

Ve  are  glad  that  the  Montana  Highway  Department  is  building  a  new 
higt:'-ay  through  this  section  of  the  state.   It  is  certainly  what 
motorists  have  been  needing  for  some  time.   "We  do  have  some  comments 
on  how  you  may  improve  the  quality  of  the  project  and  your  Environ- 
mental Impact  Statement. 

Proceeding  in  the  order  that  you  have  in  your  impact  statement,  our 
first  comment  comes  on  the  section  entitled  "Physiography  and  Geology." 
Our  comment  here  is  that  you  specifically  say  geology  in  the  paragraph 
title  yet  you  do  not  say  anything  about  geology  in  the  paragraph. 
It  seems  like  you  are  confusing  soils  v/ith  geology. 

In  the  back,  in  the  section  entitled  "Alternatives,"  you  ask  us 
which  route  we  prefer.   The  Environmental  Impact  Committee  of  the 
Montana  Water  Resources  Board  prefers  the  River  Route  near  Martin 
City.   The  benefits  to  this  route  obviously  outweigh  the  benefits 
of  the  Staked  Route.   This  route  would  give  the  traveler  an  opportunity 
to  see  the  Flathead  River  and  give  the  fishermen  better  access  to 
the  river.   Perhaps  you  should  figure  on  the  fishing  by  providing 
adequate  parking  space  on  the  side  of  the  road.   In  the  sentence 
that  starts  off  with  the  "Staked  Route,"   you  say  that  this  route 
would  require  clearing  of  more  trees,  giving  poor  access  to  Martin 
City  and  relocating  many  homes.   We  cannot  quite  see  this.   It  seems 
to  us  that  the  river  route  would  require  cutting  more  trees  and 
relocating  fev;er  homes.   We  have  not  walked  the  ground,  so  it  is  not 
possible  for  us  to  make  an  accurate  judgement. 

The  Staked  Route,  northeast  of  Coram  in  our  opinion,  is  the  perferred 
route.   This  route,  where  it  may  be  inconveniencing  more  motorists 
for  a  while,  it  would  certainly  be  easier  on  the  environment  and  give 
a  much  more  pleasing  effect  to  the  travelers,  than  the  other  two  routes 
would.   This  route  may  wipe  out  some  existing  buildings,  but  V\;e  think 
that  this  is  a  small  sacrifice. 

The  existing  road  from  West  Glacier  to  Hungry  Horse  does  have  some 
minor  roadside  rest  areas.   Will  these  rest  areas  be  obliterated  by, 
this  new  highway?  IVhat  plans  do  you  have  for  rebuilding  these  road- 
side parks?   Your  statement  did  not  mention  anything  about  roadside 
parks.   Perhaps  there  is  no  need  for  you  to  build  any  roadside  parks 
due  to  the  Forest  Service  roadside  park,  but  if  there  is  some  pre- 
existing roadside  parks  that  the  Highway  Department  built,  they 
should  be  mentioned  in  this  impact  statement. 

We  also  think  that  areas  of  the  park  within  the  city  limits  of  Hungry 
Horse  should  be  rehabilitated  to  the  point  of  bringing  it  back  up  to 
the  quality  that  it  was  before  the  road  installation.   This  would 
include  reseeding  and  relocation  of  the  baseball  field. 
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In  regard  to  the  Water  Resources  Board's  comments  about 
geology,  we  have  revised  the  "Physiography  and  Geology"  Section 
to  contain  some  information  about  the  geology  of  the  area. 

The  third  paragraph  of  the  Water  Board's  comments  refers  to 
a  sentence  in  the  Draft  Statement  that  starts  off  with  "The 
Staked  Route".   Essentially,  the  sentence  is  correct,  howaver, 
the  part  concerning  clearing  of  more  trees  may  be  questionable 
and  it  has  been  revised. 

The  recommended  alternates  have  been  previously  indicated. 

We  are  not  aware  of  any  minor  roadside  rest  areas  along  the 
existing  highway.  If  there  is,  they  are  not  official  rest  areas 
and  will  be  obliterated  when  the  new  highway  is  built. 

A   portion  of  the  Hungry  Horse  Park  will  be  taken  for  con- 
struction of  the  new  highway.   The  information  relative  to  this 
taking  and  the  impact  upon  the  park  is  discussed  in  Section  II, 
Section IV-B,  9  and  10,  and  Section  VII. 
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UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 


Nkmorandum  •  post  office  department 

SUBJEa,    Highv.-ay  Ho.  changes  ..^.'-^ts^tl^^^'^^^  \  DATE,  Juno  26,   1971 


•«*»! 


FROM:    Postmasrter 

iSartin  City,  Mt.  59926 

r 

TOj     Lewis  M.  Chittim,  P.  E« 
Stato  Highv/ay  Engineer 
Helena,  Mt,  59601 


L 


^v^U 


W^' 


vt^ 


^0^^ 


i>\$U^ 


IN  REPLY 
REFER  TO: 


FERENCEi 


P.  O.  CL; 


After  evaluating  the  literatiire  and  maps  received   in  regard 
to  the  changes  in  Hignv/ay  no.  2,  and  aloo  talking  with  a 
nvunber  of  the  local  residents,   I  feol  that  the   Staked  PuDute 
through  Martin  City  would  be  the  most  advantageous  rxnite 
for  our  community. 


7. 


vv 

V     ■:'■ 


W<>\ 


\\^' 


A 


/ 


Sincerely       ...^/  /J 

^r^.fr^.  7/''-  4?^'-i  '^-t^ 

Postmaster 


r-M--v,-.-: 


Oct.   196* 
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The  Staked  Route  was  chosen  as  the  recommended  alternate 
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Post^naster 

Hungry  Horse,  Montana 

July  5,  1971 


59919 


Grover  0.  Powers,  P.E, 
Stfite  h'ighway  Engineer 

Montana  Highway  CoHi^iission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


F4.257     (16) 

gry  Horse 
Vfast  Glacier 


Dear  Sir: 

In  response  to  your  request  for  my  comments  from  my  office; 

I  have  reviewed  the  rc-teriel  subniitted,  and  wish  to  make  the  following 
com  ents:  To  begin  with  I  am  opposed  to  a  four  lane  hirhway  through 
th-^  town  of  Hungry  Horse  ar,  it  will  be  a  considerable  hazard  for  the 
residents  of  the  tov/n.  I  would  much  prefer  a  ILTiited  access  highway 
by-.passing  the  town,  with  off  &  on  remps  for  the  town  of  Hungry  Horse. 
If  the  highway  must  go  tlirough  town  as  your  pl'ns  indicate,  then  there 
should  be  some  type  of  overhead  walkway  for  people  to  get  from  one  side 
of  the  hirhv^ny  to  t'.e  other  as  a  safety  feature,  especially  for  tha 
children  who  ':':Ust  cross  this  highway  in  getting  to  and  from  school. 
In  your  report  you  indicate  a  choice  of  routes  east  of  Hungry  Horse, 
in  riy  o:inion  the  river  route  between  Hungry  Horse  i  cor^^m  would  appear 
to  be  tlie  best  route,   ^^etv.-een  Corajn  o.   Vest  Glacier  thesx  alternate 
roite  would  appear  to  be  the  best  route.  This  is  my  oJDinion  on  the 
proposed  route ' s  as  submitted  for  my  reriew. 


r:^ 


Sincerly, 

Neil  J.   Boyd,   Postmaster 


Date  Reed.  Pt-:cort?t 


^.^2^7/11 


\^ 


rSTTTTi 


-'I 


■'^M 


s.  •  a. ' 

i  I 


T% 


»    . 

1      ! 


•*q\ 

r 


nTT^TnTTTIl 


nrnrnrnxu* !  J 1 L  crn 


i- ' 
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Whether  or  not  a  new  highway  is  to  be  constructed  as  a 
two  or  four-lane  facility  depends  on  the  amount  of  traffic  that 
is  expected  during  the  design  year,  which  is  20  years  after  it 
is  built.   The  present  average  daily  traffic  is  somewhere  in  the 
vicinity  of  3000-3500  vehicles  and  the  1994  traffic  count  is 
expected  to  be  approximately  8000  vehicles  per  day.   The  main 
reason  for  this  large  amount  of  traffic  is  because  this  highway 
is  one  of  the  main  routes  to  Glacier  National  Park.   Generally, 
when  the  traffic  count  approaches  the  4500-5000  range,  we  began 
to  consider  a  four- lane  highways.   So,  with  an  expected  ADT  of 
8000,  this  new  highway  definitely  warrants  four  lanes. 

The  possibility  of  pedestrian  crosswalks  and  safety  flashers 
is  presently  being  investigated  and  will  be  considered  in  the 
final  design  of  this  project. 

The  recommended  alternates  have  been  previously  indicated. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

REGION  VIM 

FEDERAL  OFFICE  BUIIOING 

I9TH  AN©  STOUT  STREETS 

DENVER,  COLORADO    80202 


AGENCY^ 

I         r    • 


""''  f^O  AMISSION    I 


July  7,  1971 


JUL  1 5  1971 


Lewis  M.   Chittim,  P.E. 
^tate  Highway  Engineer 
(^ntana  Highway  Commission 
lelena,  Montana     59601 

)ear  Mr.   Chittim: 


We  have  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  Project 
F-257  (16),  Hungry  Horse  -West  Glacier. 

In  our  opinion  the  Statement  could  be  improved  considerably  by  consid- 
eration of  the  following:  i 

1.  The  pollution  of  streams  during  construction  is  a 
potential  problem  since  the  soils  are  primarily  easily 
erodible  glacial  tills.  The  methods  to  be 'used  to  prevent 
erosion  and  resulting  siltation  problems  during  and  after 
construction  should  be  described. 

2.  The  use  of  sand  and/or  salt  during  the  winter  for  snow 
control  on  the  highway  could  also  lead  to  pollution  of 
the  Flathead  River,  especially  along  the  River  Route. 

3.  The  possible  effects  of  construction  on  ground  water 
should  be  discussed. 

i 

4.  The  controls  to  be  used  to  meet  the  Montana  Air  Quality 
Standards  (especially  the  "fugitive  dust"  standard) 
during  construction  should  be  mentioned.  If  an  asphalt 
surface  is  to  be  used,  the  measures  to  control  batch 
plant  emissions  should  also  be  discussed. 

5.  A  more  thorough  discussion  of  the  storm  drainage  system 
to  include  details  of  where  and  how  the  drainage  is  to 
be  dumped.  If  done  improperly,  vector  control  problems 
could  result  in  addition  to  creating  an  unattractive  area. 

6.  One  possible  adverse  effect  which  was  not  mentioned  was 
that  the  creation  of  a  strip  of  small  businesses  along 
the  right-of-way  along  with  the  usual  clutter  of  bill- 
boards and  litter  could  result  in  a  wery   unappealing 
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g'2  -  Mr.  Lewis  M.  Chittim 


7. 


stretch  of  highway.  A  certain  safety  hazard  might  also 
exist  since  there  will  be  no  controlled  access. 

Mention  should  be  made  whether  or  not  local  groups  were 
consulted  in  the  planning  stages  of  the  project,  and  if 
there  were  any  objections  to  the  project. 


We  have  appreciated  the  opportunity  to  review  this  Draft  Statement, 
If  there  are  any  questions  concerning  the  comments,  please  advise. 


/Donald  P.  Dubois 

Acting  Regional  Administrator 
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We  have  the  following  comments  to  offer  in  regard 
to  the  items  mentions  by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency: 

(1)  Refer  to  pages  18-21  for  the  methods  that  will  be 
used  to  keep  v/ater  pollution  to  a  minimum. 

(2)  Refer  to  page  22   for  information  regarding  winter- 
time sanding  and  salting  operations, 

(3)  We  do  not  expect  the  construction  of  this  project 
to  have  any  effect  on  ground  water  as  stated  on 
page  23. 

(4)  Refer  to  pages  21-22  for  the  methods  that  will  be 
used  to  keep  air  pollution  to  a  minimum, 

(5)  The  storm  drainage  systems  are  described  on  page  2  3. 

(6)  The  possible  adverse  effect  of  the  clutter  of 
numerous  small  businesses  along  our  right-of-way 
has  been  given  serious  consideration  in  regard  to 
this  project.   One  possible  method  that  is  being 
considered  for  controlling  this  problem  is  the 
provision  of  scenic  easements.   These  are  discussed 
in  Section  IV-B-2  on  page  25, 

(7)  The  County  Commissioners  of  Flathead  County  were 
consulted  concerning  the  alignment  of  the  project 
and  the  park  in  Hungry  Horse.   Also, several  public 
meetings  were  held  to  inform  and  obtain  conments 
from  the  public  in  regard  to  the  Hungry  Horse  Park, 

The  project  was  presented  to  the  Highway  Joint 
Development  Council  on  October  23,  1968.   This 
meeting  was  held  to  inform  other  interested  agencies 
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and  groups  and  obtain  their  comments.   Two  public 
hearings  have  been  held,  the  first  on  January  8, 
1969  and  the  second  on  September  1,  1971. 

As  far  as  we  know,  there  are  no  major  objections 
to  the  idea  of  building  the  project.   There  have  been 
objections  to  certain  items,  such  as  the  alternate 
alignment  locations. 
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United    States   Department  of   Agriculture 
forest  service 


R-1 


HEPLY  TO:   1920  Environmental  Management 


SUBJECT:   Environmental  Impact  Statement     '    f^  '-  - 

Hungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier  F-257(16)      ,,,, 

■      JUL. 


^Mv^-'^SSION  \ 


I'O-  Mr.  Lewis  M.  Chittim 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


I     HaimjEii^ 


We  have  reviewed  the  referenced  draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
and  offer  the  following  comments  for  your  consideration. 

1.  Section  II  -  Description  of  Project.   The  section  from  Coram 
to  West  Glacier  that  will  temporarily  be  only  Wo   lanes  concerns  us. 
The  turnoffs  in  this  area,  particularly  the  one  to  Lake  Five,  are 
somewhat  hazardous  now.   .ve  suggest  that  special  consideration  be 
included  for  interim  deceleration  or  left- turn  lanes  at  these  turnoffs. 

2.  Section  III  -  C  -  Land  Use.   The  first  paragraph  refers  to 
the  area  being  kept  in  its  wilderness  state.   By  current  semantics, 
the  area  is  not  wilderness  but  might  more  properly  be  called  semi- 

viCVGXOpC^ . 

3.  Section  III  -  E  -  Vegetation  Resources.   Vegetation  is  pri- 
marily lodgepole  pine  resulting  from  fires  of  past  years. 

4.  Section  V  -  A.   The  key  to  impact  on  vegetation  resource  and 
aesthetics  will  be  whether  the  construction  limits  are  too  far  from 
the  established  roadway. 

5.  Section  V  -  5.   We  wonder  about  what  method  will  be  employed 
to  spread  out  water  to  prevent  pollution.   Also,  no  mention  is  made 
of  burning  operations;  that  is,  how  the  slash  will  be  taken  care  of 
to  minimize  air  pollution.    , 


\ 


/    nrSl'EVE  YURICH 

'    ' \  ^Regional  Forester 


!■■-< 


n.'*' 


■I.-? 


'.^M 


*    -.c    ■:'\''~»,"~'t~| f— r-' — ^^ r-4 — ■     p-i      >      \      \     'i'^-%    i;    -l-; 
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r-{jRf?EST  H   ArjDLr'sr.N 

GO.  ERf.OU 


A/lOrlTANA  HIGHWAY  CO/v' 


c  •   '  ?  r>  i'- 


»i  .  ; .  jO;  v>Ji 


HELENA.  MONTANA  59601 


July  30,    1971 


STATE    HIG^'  ■■-•••   •'    '".ii;  rJc'ER 


32-SCK 


IN   P;rMLY   REFER   TO 


F  257  (16) 

Hungry  Horse-West 

Glacier 

F.S.  Ref:   1920 


United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture 
Forest  Service 
Regional  Forester 
Missoula,  Montana    59801 

Dear  Sirs: 

This  is  in  reply  to  your  letter  of  July  22,  1971, 
commenting  on  our  Draft  Environmental  Statement  for  our 
proposed  highway  reconstruction  between  Hungry  Horse 
and  West  Glacier. 

Regarding  your  comment  Number  One,  we  will  give 
consideration  to  providing  left  turn*  bays  for  high 
volume  left  turn  movements. 

Regarding  your  comment  Number  Two,  in  the  final 
statement,  we  will  use  the  wording  you  have  suggested. 

Regarding  your  comment  Number  Three,  in  the  final 
statement,  we  will  indicate  that  the  vegetation  is  primar- 
ily Lodgepole  Pine. 

Your  comment  Number  Four  indicates  that  the  key  to 
impact  on  vegetation  resources  and  aesthetics  will  be 
whether  the  construction  limits  are  too  far  from  the 
established  roadway.   We  appreciate  your  concern  over 
this  matter,  but  we  are  not  sure  if  we  know  exactly  how 
far  is  too  far.   Any  recommendations  you  can  furnish  will 
be  appreciated. 


(con't) 


H       S      HAN<-ON       -.ICF    CHAIRMAN 


GEORGE   VUCANOVICH.   chairman 

Hfl   LNA 


WILLIAM   M     KESSNEI? 


R     E     COFfEY 

'A  O'    •      '  Oi".  '■ 


JOHN    D     WMFFLER 
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"•»■ 


iTi  II  TM  '      ij  J  II  m 


tsy  -m'y~r,jQ~\ 


Page  2 

July  30,  1971 


Your  comment  Number  Five  requests  further  information 
about  our  planned  spreading  of  storm  drain  water.   We  have 
not  yet  completed  our  storm  drain  and  outfall  design,  but 
you  will  have  the  opportunity  to  review  the  completed  de- 
sign before  the  project  is  let  to  contract.   Also,  you 
question  how  our  slash  will  be  disposed  of.   As  you  have 
considerably  more  expertise  in  this  field  than  we  do,  we 
will  appreciate  any  recommendation  you  might  care  to  offer, 
regarding  your  preferred  method  of  slash  disposal. 

Very  truly  yours, 

LEWIS  M.  CHITTIM,  P.E., 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ENGINEER 


'Grover  0-  Powers,  P.E, , 
Preconstruction  Engineer 


!--GOP:SCK:sp 


cc:  J.R-  Beckert  w/attach 

I.B.  Jensen  w/attach 

B.C.  Miller  w/attach 

J.J.  Keithley  w/attach 

/^S.C.  Kologi  w/attach 
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The  preceding  letter  was  sent  to  the  Forest  Service  in 
regard  to  their  comments  on  the  draft  environmental  statement. 
We  also  have  the  following  comments  in  regard  to  items  4  and  5. 

(4)  The  distance  the  construction  limits  are  from  the  roadway 
depends  on  the  depth  of  cut  and  height  of  fill  this  is 
encountered.   As  we  have  noted  previously,  we  try  to 
hold  these  cuts  and  fills  to  a  minimum  as  it  reduces 

the  earthwork  quantities.   Therefore,  by  doing  this,  we 
are  essentially  holding  the  construction  limits  in  as 
close  as  possible. 

(5)  Our  plans  in  regard  to  spreading  out  the  water  from  the 
storm  drain  system  are  to  provide  a  layer  of  riprap  at 
the  outlet  of  the  system.   This  riprap  will  be  placed 
such  that  it  will  slow  the  velocity  of  the  water,  spread 
it  out  and  allow  the  silt  and  sand  to  settle  out. 

The  slash  resulting  from  clearing  the  construction 
limits  will  probably  be  burned.   Before  this  can  be  done, 
the  contractor  shall  have  applied  for  and  received  a 
permit  from  the  Director  of  the  Division  of  Air  Pollution 
Control  and  Industrial  Hygiene,  Montana  State  Department 
of  Health.   This  permit  will  stipulate  in  writing  the 
conditions  under  which  the  material  can  be  burned.   The 
contractor  shall,  further fore,  comply  with  other  appli- 
cable laws  and  ordinances  relating  to  this  matter. 
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feTATF.    DF 
MONTANA 


'^^.*'«si**-»-*«^i«K--»ant«snMiwaiwfrj.v3a5«iK«eBM£i: 


MAIL: 

CAPITOL    BTATICN 
HELENA      5 9 GDI 


OmCES: 

1VJ&    NINTH    AVENUE 
406      44  9-Z4DD 


\\  DEPAF-^TMENT   DF  PLANNING   AND   ECDNDMIC   DEVELDPMn 

N  iffiMriT.:ji 


y^^*agBniCTff><»jir,^-nyga3gg«xrrjaM^fca«sa^^ 


3»c«artrt3c«(a- ji  g3rvaTJgBaBBaajit^T>g»«fi<ac»TT^.>>i.,  q?ryrr.T 


October  19,   1971- 


/^^v/  (:/^; 


/. 


C:  D  M  ivl  I  B  S  I  D  N  E  R  S 


G  o  \'  [.  ti  X  a  R 


f  •  L  K'  (e  Y    F  .     ROYS 

U  H  A  tK  MAN     A»-J  O 

f ;;  L  c:  u  T 1 V  E   D  i  R  r  c;  i  D  H 


K  D  E.  r.    VV .    r  A  N  N  G  H 
H  e  L  c  ^J  A 


riiANK    CRISAIULLI 
G  L  J  N  0 1 V  E 


DAI  f.   c     hawkinf; 

C  1 1  L  I  N  C  !i 


V/.     I   .     t,  IL  U    HOLT  L  H 
CRLAI     FALL^ 


.in  mi  Rur?  AT  i  n 

MIS  iJO  ULA 


//^/nfrif/p.'i'^'/S  -  ^^T^'Uu^i 


Mr.   Grover  0.   Powers,  P.   E. 
PrecoriSt ruction  fjiqineer 
Montana  Higliwey  ComRiission 
Capitol   Station 
Helena,  i-iT       b9601 

Dear  Mr.   Powers; 

l/e  have  revicv/ed  the  attached  Section  4(F)  Determination  and  concur 
with  the  Flathead  County  Doard  of  Co;v;;rrissioners '    views   renaroiny 
a  replacenient  si  te. 

Si  ji  CO  rely  yours  , 


\A\Ui;,v.'.... 


Harold  II..   Price 

Director,  ComiTiunity  Oevelopnient  Division 

H!-iP/dp 

end. 


f !.J 


■;    I  ,-  .  '  /       .  -,  '-'  « 


"-I — 


;  :'o  , 


j!  I      ,        1^""" , ■ 
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lNRr.l'I..Y       ^^. 

ur.i  i:h  If':  .7.30. 


United  Slalcs  DcparlmciU  of  (he  Interior 

I',1]I11:AU  Ol'  III'.CLAMAJ  ION 


REGIONAL  OFFICE,  REGION  1 
BOX  ROOS 
.-    -JiOl-SE.  IDAHO    83707     .  ' 


QM:^  }_i]  ];jj) 


Mr.    Lewis  M.    Chlttim 

StnLe   Highway  Engineer  *  •  ••   •. 

Montana   I'lighv.'ay   Coniiiiission 

Helena,  Montana   59601 

--/■■--' 
Dear  Mr.  Chittiin: 

111  response  to  your  letter  of  October  12,  1971,  ve  have  iio 
objection  to  eitlier  the  Draft  Environracnta  1  Statement  or  th( 
proposal  to  use  part  of  a  city  park  in  Hungry  Horse  for 
realignir.ent  of  U.  S.  Highway  2. 

Tliank  you  for  the  opportunity  of  receiving  this  proposal. 


t  ■'  il.   <.r  t-.  u    c'  »:---  t.-" 

0CT2.0  i971 


Sincerely, 


li 


>;-itri  iperv**^*', 


/■•-  -  -'  ■'7/  ^ 


IVh'-iL  ROUTT. 


.-:)  Ci' 


;!  J 


~-^-i 


^. 


A,.*-.!--^  Regional  Director 


i  lor  iho 


Ilj^^^^:b^€^3l^^r^:iiljl--' 


Vi?.   I  .■•■■"■  i-v;:;':^n 


i   1- 


• — !■ 


■"f--*. 


i   ! 


.,-  Cc>'i  ''-'-^  0-^-<^' 


-i 


m^  mail  :'i  iiu  idmrf 

;  )^  7 -r— ;,-■'/■/-/  irj.s;?-/^^'  ■■'•-:■;■.    /  /  . 


-|-  r,.- 


■•^-<. 
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DEPARTMENT,.0f;U'J:AIjr.r'ORTATmf<; •- 

UNI  J  ED  S  J  \  i  i-o  CUA^  i  -  ^MJMiO  r-y, 

R  U.  V-  !-  i  vV  L'-  u 

OCT  2  2  1971 


I   ^-qr-..^  ^r•iTAt^!A. 


•   Montana  Highway' Commission"'  "  ' 
State  of  Montana"  •  -■ 

Attention:   Mr.  L.  M.  Chittim,  P.  E 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

Gentlemen: 


«  Ac/  /rcss  reply  to 

coMMANoiR    (dpa) 

Tliirtccnlh  Coast  Guord  D 
G18  Cccond  Ave. 
Sc-jttle,  V/ash.     98104 

5922 

2  0  OCT  isn 


i,fri 


jreseeable. 


p?.^s^rsL?r^-L^s,^^:attr:f-a^^^^^ 

been  determined  that  said  project  ;ill  have  no'forf     ""' 
significant  impact  upon  U.  S.  Coast  Guard  programs 

F-257(16) 

Hungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier 
U.  S.  Hwy  2 


ROUT.- 


r 


i  -g  :  :.]   > 


1   1 


r 


.;i-  Ccr;Hii..'Mi  n  •^.:  ;:i 


■T:!:^^^.^-"- 


Sincerely, 

D.  M.  ALGER\ 

Captain,  U.  s.  Coast  Guard 

Commander,  13th  Coast  Guard  District 

Acting 


^ !    •  \\      '    I   '   L^.  <   .   ;    !   ;  •  '         ■   r 

-.i  ,  .-    ;■:::  )-  iv:  '  .  i  :  ;     m  ;  1 

^-'    ^    i-:-;    i::^'   ^v.    ',^.,   j: 

I 

I 


\  •     "     ■     "^  •    '    I    '    '  Jul 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
SOIL  CONSERVATION   SERVICE 


685   Sunset   Blvd.,    Kalispell,    Montan,T„„^^2-L,-." 

!  r  ^^  '^  '^  ^  ^^'  ^  '''^  Novlrnbcr    17,    1971 


Mr.    Levis   M.    Chittliu,    P.    E. 
Stnce    Highway    En;^inGer 
Hon  tar. a    Highway   Coi.v.aission 
Helena,    Mt .    59601 


i  N0V24  1S71 


Dear  Mr.  Chittim:  .'■■:'■.  ^ 

RefcrencG  is  nade  to  your  letter  of  October  12,  1971  regarding  F-257  (16) 
Paingry  liorse  West  Glacier  in  regard  to  the  highway  through  the  c or^imu n i t y 
of  Hungry  Horse,  Mt. 

I  have  rovieKed  the  proposal  on  the  ground  and  have  discussed  it  v/ith 
the  Flathead  Covmty  Ijoard  of  County  Coiriiaissioncrs  and  Postmaster  Neil 
Boyd  of  flungry  Horse,  Mt . 

It  appears  to  t.o  that  the  alternative  selected  v:onld  most  nearly  i.^ect 
the  needs  of  th.c  co;r;:;Vjnity .   I  can  offer  no  suggestions  that  v/ould 
disrupt  trie  co;rj,iunity  less  or  better  serve  the  necf's  of  Hungry  Horse. 


Lev; As  i;.  Fuller 
District  Ccnservat  ioni 


st 


cc;    State   Office,    Eozer.ian 
Osburusen,    >'is5oula 


V 


\-.i 


.  .-.^ 


:-.-,.....:.  J  i_; 


I      ;     ' 


i     f 


,    -^.y    f\y^:.  ■•■----;•■  ■;    -j"~— 


!    (     •: 
■     1     » 


If!       I      3 


1    i     1 


Jill 


1 


' — -'*!      ..--■■    . .  •  1      1 
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United    States    Department  of    Agricl|CTuh'^\.  ^-^' 


FOREST  SERVICE 

Region  One,  Missoula,  Montana  5980; 


BEPLY  TO;   1940  Environmental  Statements 


SUBJECT:      Environmental  Statement  Section  4(f)  Determination, 
Hungry  Horse  -  VJest  Glacier 

TO:   Lewis  M.  Chittin,  State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  State  Highway  Department 
6th  Avenue  &  Roberts 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


\ 


Z2.  1971 


We  have  reviewed  the  subject  completed  Section  4(f)  Dp.r p.r^inafinn . 
From  our  review  of  the  Section  4(f)  Determination  on  the  Hungry 
Horse  City  Park  by  the  Montana  Highway  Commission  we  feel  that  you 
have  met  the  requirements  as  set  forth  by  the  Federal  Highway  Act 
Section  4(f) . 


We  therefore  recommend  the  use  of  part  of  the  City  Park  for 
construction  of  Highway  No.  2. 


{^ho^.^,^^^^  ^>!:^/^' 


6  STEVE  YURICH 
Regional  Forester 
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M-l«| 


DEPARTMENT  "OF  THE  ARMY      .^    .^^ 

SEATTLE    DISTRICT.  CORPS    OF    ENGINEERS    .    ''^r^- 

ASKAN    V.'AY    SOUTH  .,  -^       ''  ^  \ 

r^M      ■-'■.'.'AY    CC'."-3EAXTLEi  WASHINGTON     98134^"  ,' ^^^^  ^^\^^ 


NPSEN-PL-ER    MOV  2  Z  19' • 


^- 


^-A^-\  rr^ilHli 


Lewis  M.  Chittin,  P.E. 
State  Kigh-.7ay  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


/ 


Dear  Sir; 

V7e  submit  the  following  comments  concerning  F-257(16)  Hungry  Horse-Is'est 
GJ.acier  and  your  Section  4(f)  Determination  for  the  Hungry  Horse  city 
park. 

Maps  J  photographs,  drawings  and  an  expanded  verbal  description  of  the 
area  and  the  proposed  project  are  needed  with  the  Section  4(f)  state- 
ment to  allow  proper  assessment  of  the  proposed  project.   It  appears 
that  the  proposed  project  adjacent  to  the  Hungry  Horse  city  park  may 
have  no  impact  involving  Corps  of  Engineers  jurisdiction.   However, 
an  accurate  assessm^ent  cannot  be  made  from  the  material  provided. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  commient. 

Sincerely  yours, 


o 
c 
c 
o 
o 

a. 

"D 
c 
c 
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o 
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o 

|c;::j| 

i   i       i  i   !  i    :       Ml 

MOLT.r 

1  i  j  Hi  !  !  i  M  1 
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l\   ,--:■■  :■--■:---•.  IX; 
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1       iii      1       M       :        I       i       i       i 
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JH;EF,  ENGi^^EERING  DiVJSIOZ? 
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This  final  environmental/4 (f)  statement  contains  an 
expanded  verbal  description  of  the  4(f)  involvement  and  addi- 
tional maps,  photographs  and  letters  of  information  have  been 
included.   Refer  to  the  exhibit  section  for  this  additional 
information. 
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s^•'^^>v^.^^s^^IB  (dip  :^m]m'^r.&Em^. 


Helena,  Montana  59601 

necaa5er~i:5,   1971 
■     ill     I 


Mto  Grover  Oo  Powers 
Pteconstruction  Engineer 
Montana  Eigln'/ciy  Dopartsient   j 
Helena,  Montana     59601 

Dear  Grover: 

We  have  reviewed  the  4,-F  Determination  for  the  Evoigrj   Horse-West  Glacier 
F-257(l6)  project  and  conciii>  in.th  the  following  coiaraent: 

Ojt  Recreation  and  Parks  DlvivSion  suggests  that  provisions  be  inade  that 
the  playgroi.md  and  recreational  facilities  which  vfoiild  he  developed  at  tjie 
school  be  Eiade  available  for  pub.lic  use  during  the  summer  months  when  tourist 
traffic  is  he?.vy  and  such  facilities  are  needed^ 

We  tbanlc  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  this  deteriainaticno 


Sincerely, 

4 

RAIPH./1'!.  BOE/JvD,  issi3t;\iit  ciii:? 


,^/v^   ^^l.   /c/7- 


MVlROKMHiTAL  ];j^SOlJr.GES  DIVISION 


RWysd 


\ 


cc:     Fl  etch  or  Tlswly 
Lloj-d  I'-'yer-' 
Harold  Stc\;:£xt. 
Don  }3ic-v.'?.i     \ 


;  V  I--,  ;.— 


IM 


i-!"r 


X'r.  T]T  i~i r"i i  !'t'!' 
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^ 

^#^ 


Helena,  Montana   59601 
May  10,  1972 


F  257(16)   PE 

iiungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier 

Ref:      62  -  MLM 


Flathead  County 

Botird  of  Commissioners 

Kal ispc] 1 ,  Hon tana 


59301 


Gcntlci.icn: 

TronGmitcoa  horou'ith  is  tho  Department  ov  Fish  and  Gawics  reply  to 
our  Draft  3cction  'i(v)  Determination.  They  are  in  agreement  with 
the  planninj  in  so  var  as  the  usage  of  County  Park  lands  for  road- 
way purposes,  however,  they  feel  that  in  order  to  satisfy  Section 
h{?)    requi  rc.icnuS  and  DeparLmcnL  of  Traiisportation  Act,  it  will  be 
necessary  ti)at  tlie  playground  facilities  constructed  with  monies 
obtained  fr;Mi  usage  o?   said  land  be  available  to  the  general  public 
at  all  reasonable  tiia^^s.   If  the  imprcvcments  are  placed  on  school 
property,  can  v/c  be  sure  that  the  public  v;i  1 1  have  reasonable  access 
thereto?   If  so,  may  we  have  your  letter  so  stating  which  will  be- 
come a  part  of  the  final  Section  4(f)  Determination, 


Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Sincerely  yours, 

H.  J.  ANDERSON 
Director  of  Highways 


REC:LA:sb 
Enclosure 


By^ 


Robert  li.  Champion,   P,c, 
Supervisor  -  R/W  Section 
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School 


ISTRICT 


7s 


o^. 


iN  UMBER  5IX     ' 

COLUMBIA  FALLS,  MONTANA  59912 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT 
TELEPHONE     ( 406  )     892-4321 


MONTANA'S    LARGEST    SCHOOL    DISTRICT    STRErCHlNO    PROM 

CANADIAN     BOUNDARY     INTO     BOB     MARSHALL     ' /ll  OER^^C5S. 

AND   INCLUDING   HALF  OF  GLACIER   NATIONAL   PARK   AND  THE 

NORTHEAST   PORTION    OF    FLATHEAD   VALLEY 


June  7,  1972 


H.  J.  Anderson 
Director  of  Highways 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

Attn.   Robert  E.  Champion,  P£.  Supervisor  R/W  Section 


Re.  :   F  257  (16  PE 

Hungry  Horse  - 
West  Glacier 
Ref:   62  -  MLN 


Dear  Sir, 


Reasonable  use  of  the  playground  facilities  at  Hungry  Horse 
would  not  only  be  permitted  but  encouraged. 

For  clarification  purposes  "reasonable  use"  will  be  interpreted 
as  any  activity  or  activities  that  would  not  be  detrimental  to 
the  learning  process  of  the  students  served  by  that  school. 
"Reasonable  use"  would  be  interpreted  by  the  Board  of  Trustees 
of  School  District  Six. 


truly 


7  J. 


A--^ 


R.  J.  Souhrada,  Superintendent 
Columbia  Falls  School  District  Six 


RJS:ca 


Date 

HerV  ' 

JfUN'"^8  Wl 

> 

3" 

R:/;  oLCmOM 
r,;AIL  KO'JIE 
.0  ;;u:erv:s''r 

M 

J 

,•:   b''.  ■•'  '■■■r- 

m 

.  ^   ,  ;;  <;  "1  t 

;■    ri-ci          : 

[.. 

i)5  ■Jtiiiiies 

— 

bS  Lan-I  Pc':crd: 

6:"  A  SiJ3vr. 

1 
I 

Gen 
Par. 

--      "it 

cc:   Knapton,  Shafer,  Chairman  of  the  Board,  file (agreements) 

COLUMBIA    FALLS    HIGH    SCHOOL      -:  -      COLUMBIA    FALLS    JUNIOR    HIGH 

ctt/Oe  scHooi  3  \r  Columbia  falls,  coram,  essex,  hungry  horse,  martin  city  and  west  glacier 
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The  two  preceding  letters  pertain  to  public  use  of  the 
school  facilities  that  will  be  upgraded  in  conjunction  with  this 
project.   The  first  letter  was  sent  to  the  involved  school  dis- 
trict requesting  their  comments  on  public  use  of  the  improved 
facilities.   The  second  letter  is  the  reply  from  the  school 
district  in  which  they  imply  that  the  public  will  be  allowed 
reasonable  use  of  the  playground  facilities. 

These  letters  answer  the  questions  brought  out  in  the 
comment  from  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Department. 
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APR;; 


.  ) 


ryutiufm  B»°=a$jrt»rnmtT«n  —ii  il.    a: 


f-CJW;^(.ST  H    ANC-Ff/SON 

i.OVf  KNO/- 


jr^winiTTrt.i-^-'^— i-jriTiriTfUM i  iTi  '^     '*1m«  i  fT'r 


MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION 

■iiiMiiiii  III  -T- iiiHiMnrtiwiKM^T — fT--7^ffrniiLi-  .Tim  mfiniatlBini*  ir-f-  -'^■'"--'— ^••"TTrr  "r^f'*^— ■^mr-rnr- 

April    18,    1972 


H.  J.   ANDc-RSON 
DIRECTOR    OF    HIGHWAYS 

IN   REPLY   riEFLR  TO. 


F  2b7(16)P.E. 

Hungry  Horse  -West  Glacier 

Section  ^(f)  Determinatlor! 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.  0.  Box   152^ 

Bi 1 1 ings,  Montana   59103 


Gentlemen: 


In  accordance  v/Ith  Public  Law  91-^90,  Section  I02(2)(C),  the  Montana 
Highway  Commission  has  prepared  a  Draft  Section  ^(f)  DetermLnation  for 
the  subject  project.  The— Draft  Environmental  Statement  Vv'as  circulated 
on  May  27,  1971 >  and  this  report  should  become  a  part  thereof. 

The  '+(f)  Determination  had  been  previously  submitted  on  October  6,  1971 
but  did  not  meet  Federal  Highv,ay  Administration  approval  either  as  to 
content  or  format.  The  issue  you  are  nov;  reviewing  has  met  both  crii-eria. 

Under- the  provisions  of  Public  Law  91-190,  it  is  requested  chat  your 
agency  review  the  attached  determination  and  furnish  this  office  your 
comments  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this  ictter.  Cooperating 
agency  comments  v;i  1 1  become  a  part  of  the  combined  Final  Environmental 
Statement  and  Section  ^(f)  Determination., 


Your  cooperation!  will  be  appreciated. 


Sincerely  yours, 

H.,  J.  a;u\'rsok' 

Direcior   of   Highways 


32-GOr':HLN:sb 


.  By_^ 

•<'/'y'(,' At      G  rover   0.    Powers,    F.  c7 


/A 

''  -/- Preconstruct  I  on  Engineer 

your  letter  has  been  forwarded  to  our  State  Office  for  review:   Tbexr  nddress  is: 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  State  Office,  Nontdaa,  r?.deral  Office  Building, 

316  N.  26th  St.,  Billings,  Montana   59101. 


GF:or<';'.c  vucanovich.  chairman 

HKLCNA 


H.   S.   HANSOf^l.  vicf.  cnA,rtMAN 


G.    H     COONEY 


('     KFJ-SNflR 


R    L   coFrrv 


JOHN   D     VVHLFl.F.R        -o-JrTiRV 
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STATE    GF 
MONTANA 


MAIL: 

CAPITOL   STATION 
HCLENA     596D1 


OFFICES: 

1716    NINTH    AVENUE 
406      AAS-240a 


COMMISSIONERS 


FORREST   H.    ANDERSON 
□aVCRNQR 


PERRY    F.    Snvs 
CHAIIiMAN    AtlO 
EXECUTIVE    DIRETTOR 


t:  L~  -n  'V    Vi.    CANNON 
K;  tl.ENA. 


FRAK<    CPri3AFULl.l 

o  L  i.  N  c  I V  e 


OAL.C    C       HAWKIM3         /  ^>^l 


W.    L.    BILL    HDLTCn 
GREAT    TALLS 


.IDMN    BlirFATTO 
MinSUULA 


DEPARTMENT  DF  PLANNING  AND   ECCNDMIC   DEVELDPMEN 


April   26,  1972 


MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION 

R  E  C  E  2  V  E  D 

APR  2  71972 

HELENA,  MONTAriA 


Mr.  Grover  0.  Powers 
Preconstruction  Engineer 
Montana  Highv;ay  Conunission 
Capitol  Station 
Helena,  Montana     59601 

RE:  F  257  (16)  P.E. 
Hungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier 
Section  4(f)  Determination 

Dear  Mr.  Powers: 

The  State  Clearinghouse  has  reviev/ed  the  project 
noted  Pbove  and  we  agree  that  improvement  and  widening 
of  the  existing  right-of-way  will  minimize  the  project's 
Impact  on  the  environment.     We  agree  too  that  maintenance 
of  U.S.  Highway  No.   2  along  its  establishad  route  should 
also  serve  to  preserve  the  economic  stability  of  the  tovm. 

For  these  reasons  the  Department  of  Pla?in1ng  and  Economic 
Development  approves  of  the  Highway  Con^nission's  route 
selection  for  that  portion  of  U.S.  Highway  No.  2  which  passes 
through  Hungry  Horse,  Montana. 

.S1{\cerely, 

Harold  M.   Price,  Director 
Conr^munity  Development  Division 
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art-'fi-yci-Z 


Stur/^nras,  ca^iF  M[(fj)ri^':p^^\i:s'x\. 


ly^yVy'.''    '■•nJoNTANA'  HIGHWAY  C0MM13S10N 

MAY  -51972 


■       'Helena,    Montana       •-  •'•■"' 
May    2,     1972 

Re  F  257(16)  P.E. 

Hungry  Horse-West  Glacier 

Section  4 ( f) Determination 


Mr.  H.  J.  Anderson 
Director  of  Highv/ays 
Capitol  Post  Office 
Helena,  Montana 

Dear  Mr.  Anderson: 

You  have  asked  that  we  respond  to  your  letter  concerning 
the  Section  4(f)  determination  in  Hungry  Horse. 

.  "I  would ■ like  to  reiterate  the  information  provided  in 
our  letter  to  you  of  December  15th  which  states  that  we 
feel  that  if  the^  county  commissioners  wished  to  accept  pay- 
ment for  the',  park  land  taken  for  highway  purposes  and  pro- 
vide recreation  facilities  at  the  school,  their  request 
should  be  honored.   Hov/ever,  I  think  v/e  should  insist  that 
the  facilities  provided  be  for  public  use  throughout  the 
summer  and  should  not  be  locked  up  or  maintained  for  school 
■purposes  only.   Such  a  development  would  be  considered 
adequate  provision  under  the  Section  4(f)  determination 
only  if  it^is  open  for  public  use  at  all  reasonable  times. 

Sincerely, 

DON  L„  BROV'I 

FISH  MID   g;-.:;e  dir^-^c^'or 
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By:   Wesley  R.  \voodgord,  Chief 
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As  has  been  indicated  previously,  the  recreation  facilities 
that  are  to  be  developed  at  the  schbol  will  be  open  to  reasonable 
use  by  the  public. 
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FEDERAL  BUILDING,  19th  AND  STOUT  STREETS 
''*i3o  »'■'*''  DENVER,  COLORADO    80202 

May  8,   1972 


REGION   VIII 


IN    REPLY    REFER    TO: 

■.■■'•.,    .  8M  .  .  .  • 
Mr,  H.  J.  Anderson    ■■_■■• 

Director  of  Highv;ays  , 

Montana  Highv/ay  Commission  - 

Helena,  Montana  59^01      '  '  -• 

Dear  Mr.  Anderson: 

Subject:  Comments  on  the  supplemental  document  to  the  Draft 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  relative  to  F257  (l6) 
Hungry  Horse-West  Glacier  Section  4  (F)  Determination. 

We  have  reviewed  the  subject  docujnent  v;hich  was  transmitted  to  us 
under  a  cover  letter  from  I4r.  Grover  0.  Powers,  P.E.,  dated  April 
18,  1972. 

The  genera],  information  submitted  provides  sufficient  data  concerning 
the  impact  of  the  proposed  project  on  the  environment  to  enable  us 
to  evaluate  this  aspect  of  the  project.  As  you  know,  HUD  "^.s  primajrily 
concerned  with  (l)  the  effect  of  a  propOwBd  action  on  the  environment 
and  (2)  the  consistency  of  such  action  ;d.th  the  comprehensive  planning 
for  the  area. 

Our  reviei^f  has  revealed  no  basis  for  reservations  or  coiTirnents  v/ith 
regard  to  any  adverse  impact  v;hich  this  project  may  have  on  the  area. 

If  you  have  any  questions  on  the  above  comments,  please  do  not  hesitate 
to  contact  us. 


Sincerely, 


John  J .  Wilder) 

Assistant  'i<e£;ional  Administrator 

Commurdty  Planning  and  Management 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
SOIL  CONSERVATION   SERVICE 


6S5  Sun net  Blvd. 
Kalifjpell,  Montana 


May  9,    1972 


Mr.   H.   J.   ^VndGrson 
Directoi"  of  Hi<--huays 
Montana  Highway  Co3:iniission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


Dear  Mr*.    Anderjion: 


K:0NTANA  liiGMVMY  CCWMISSION 

RECEIVED 

MAY  1  1  1972 


HELENA,  MONTANA 


Rereience  is  ms.de  to  your  letter  of  April  18,  1972  regarding 
F  257(16)  P.  E.,  Hungry  Horse  -  V/es&  Glacier,  Section  ^(f) 
Dcternination . 

This  project  proposed  has  been  reviev;ed.   The  project  has  also 
been  discussed  v/ith  the  Flathead  County  Commissioners  end   the 
U.  S.  Forest  Service,  Kalispell,  1'ionta.na. 

It  appears  that  the  proposed  pion  best  iieets  the  needs  of  all 
concerned  parties,  v/bih  the  leo.st  disruption  of  other  facilities, 
find  is  acceptable  to  all  concerned.   Have  no  sugger/';:.ed  changes. 


'T>f^' 


LEWIS  \r.   FUIXER 
District  Conservationist 
Soil  Conservation  oervice 

cc:   SoiJ.  Conservation  Service 
Soil  Conse;"vaT.ion  Scrvj.ce 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COM^^ISSION  • 

R  E  C  E  i'V  E 
MAY  1  5  1972 

HElfNA,  MONTANA' 


GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

Water   Resources    Division 
P.O.   Box   1696 
7~^elena,   Montana 
59601 


May  12,    1972 


Mr,  H,  J,  Anderson 
Director  of  Highways 
Mon  L"  ana  Hi  ghv.'ay  Commi s  s  i on 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


F  257  (16)  P.E. 

Hungry  Horse  -■  West  Glacier 

Section  4(f)  Determination 


Dear  Mr.  Anderson: 

VJe  have  reviewed  the  Draft  Section  4(f)  Eh2 termination 
Administrative  Action  for  VJest  Glacier  -  -Southwest  Flathead 
Ctounty.   Because  the  determination  does  not  pertain  to  the  water 
resources  of  the  area,  v:e  have  no  conments. 

Sincerely, 


^, 


. Jl^i^  O^^uc^JU 


2yU. 


for :  George  M.  Pike 
District  Qiief 


cc :  Regional  Hydrologist 

Chic>f   Hydrologist    Code   4300  0016,    Attn.    G.    Davis 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRAIMSPCRTATION 
UNITED  STATES  COAST  GUARD 


ADDRESS   REPLY  TO: 

coMMANDcn       ^oan) 

THIRTEENTH   COAST   GUARD  DISTRICT? 

618  SECOND  AVE. 

SEATTLE.  WASH.     98104  '" 

3271 


Ser  369 

14  May  1972 


Montana  Highway  Commission 
Attn:  Mr.  Grover  0,  Powers,  P,E. 

Preconstruction  Engineer 
State  Capitol  Building 
Helena,  1-Iontana   59601 

Re-.    Your   file  F257"(16)P.E. 

Hungry  Horse-West  Glacier 
Section  4(f)   Determination 

Gentlemen: 

A  review  has  been  made  of  your  Draft  Section  4(f)  Determin- 
ation for  a  portion  of  highway  project  in  Hungry  Horse,  Montana. 
Neither  the  Flathead  River  or  the  South  Fork  of  Flathead  River 
are  classified  as  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States, 

The  Coast  Guard  does  not  have  any  jurisdiction  in  the  area  of 
your  project.   Accordingly,  no  coniraents  are  offexed. 

Sincerely, 

A.  GOETTEI. 
Captain,  U.  S.  Coast  Guard 
Chief,  Operations  Division 
By  direction  of  the  District  Com^nander 


';--L-U_Li;_L.L 


'   '■  '!  'l     !.   i  < 


V 


l\   ,  uA': 

I.I. 

I   i   I 


96  - 


,  '     • "  ,:   J  p'  ;x  United  States  Dgpartmcnt  of  Agriculture 

r'v-  '"    '-^  i  FORT-ST  SERVICE 
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REPLY  TO:       1940  EnvTFolimental. Statements 


May  17,  1972 


SUBJECT:       Section  4(f)  Determination  for  Hungry  Horse 
West  Glacier  Highway 

TO:   H.  J.  Anderson,  Director  of  Highways 
Department  of  High\\?ays 
6th  Avenue  &  Roberts 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


We  have  reviewed  your  Draft  Section  4(f)  Determination  for  the 
Hungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier  highway  reconstruction  project  and 
have  no  additional  comments.   The  proposed  work  is  fully 
acceptable  to  us. 


ir-sj) 


'^'' STEVE  YURICir 

Regional  Forester 

cc:      Flathead  NF 
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(^f.:y'^f--2^{^        United  Stales  Department  of  the  Interior 
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MAYl?l?r2 


Mr.  H.J.  Anderson 
Director  of  Highways 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana      59  601 

,-Dear  Mr.  Anderson: 


V 


V/e  appreciate  the  opportunity  you  have  given  us  to  review  your 
evaluation  (Section  4(F)  determination)  of  impacts  on  recr..ation 
developments  resulting  from  highv/ay  improvements  in  the  Hungry 
Horse-West  Glacier  area.      We  have  no  specific  comments  to 


\ 


^provide  on  the  determination. 


I 


Sincerely, 


..  .^^    t. 


Regional  Birc'ctor"""",^^,  o,-.--,r,.''-  .'^'.-P- 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY  '" 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.     20240 


ER-72/657 


JUN     2  1972 


Dear  Mr.    Powers: 

This  is  in  regard  to  your  letters  of  April  18  and  May  16, 
1972,  requesting  the  Department  of  the  Interior's  review 
and  comments  on  a  draft  Section  4(f)  determination  for 
U.  S.  Highway  No.  2  in  Hungry  Horse,  Flathead  County, 
Montana. 

This  is  to  inform  you  that  the  Department  will  have  com- 
ments on  the  draft  statement.   However,  we  will  be  unable 
to  reply  by  the  date  you  requested  because  of  the  problems 
associated  with  the  furnishing  of  sufficient  copies.   Our 
comments  should  be  available  about  mid-July  1972. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Bruce  ElSnchard ,  Director 
Environmental  Project  Review 


Mr.  Grover  0.  Powers,  P.E. 
Supervisor 

Preconstruction  Section 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana   59601 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

SEATTLE    DISTRICT.  CORPS    OF    ENGINEERS 

1519   ALASKAN   WAY    SOUTH 

SEATTLE.  WASHINGTON    98134 


'd 
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NPSEN-PL-ER 


Mr.  fl.  J.  Anderson 
Direcf.or  of  Highways 
Montatia  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


Dear  Mr.  Anderson: 

Your  Draft  Section  4(f)  Determination  on  the  Hungry  Horse  -  West 
Glacier  project  has  been  referred  to  our  office  for  review.   The 
Determination  is  well  documented;  local  interests  and  social  impacts 
have  been  adequately  identified. 

We  strongly  recommend  that  the  highway  design  provide  convenient 
pedestrian  and  bicycl>:  access  into  Hungry  Horse  Camp  and  Park. 
The  amount  of  park  lands  to  be  incorporated  in  the  highway  right- 
of-way  is  clearly  shown  in  the  4(f)  Determination.   However,  other 
comments  provided  in  our  letter  of  25  June  1971  (copy  attached)  have 
not  been  satisfied  by  this  additional  report. 

We  appreciate  this  opportunity  to  review  the  4(f)  Determination  and 
Impact  Statement. 

Sincerely  yours , 


1  Incl 
As  stated 


FPJCDIJHIC:'  17.    i:USLL3R.    JH., 

Lt.  Colonel,  Corps  of  Englnocro 

Deputy  District  ilngiiieer 
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Lowlo  n,   Chittltn,    Stioto  Highway  Knglnecr 
Hontnnn  lllK.hwny  Comniloolon 
Helena,   Montana     5^601 


Dear  Kr.  Chittira: 

Via.   have  reviewed  your  draft  Knvironroental  Statement  on  Project  F-257(1C) 
Hungry  llornc-Wcst  Glacier  trnnomittod  by  your  letter  32-SCK  dated  27 
Mty  1971  and  have  the  following  conrmentB. 

In  tvo  canes,  alternate  routeo  are  diecuooed  but  the  proposed  route  is 
not  indicated.   Without  profile  drawingB  of  the  "River  Route"  between 
Hartln  City  and  Coram,  we  are  unable  to  determine  whether  or  not  it 
encroaches  on  the  flood  plain. 

Although  tho  draft  statement  raentions  a  number  of  environmental  Impacts 
and  advorr.e  effects,  thoy  are  not  quantified.   Examples  of  this  can  be 
found  in  r.ectionG  VA  and  B,  ouch  ao :   Section  VAl.  -  The  number  of 
permanent  lionies,  aumirer  homos,  mobile  homes  and  business  to  bo  relocated 
is  no  1  ctatcd;  Section  VA2,  -  The  amount  of  forest  and  pari',  land  to  be 
cleared  is  not  stated:  Section  VA3.  -  llie  amount  of  \d.ldlife  habitat 
requlrt'd  for  construction  is  not  stated.   The  some  comments  apply  to  the 
camo  puagrnjih  numbers  in  Section  VB,   An  adequate  reviev;  of  tho  environ- 
mental Tinacts  and  effects  is  not  poeoible  without  some  quantification. 

We  appreciate  tho  opportunity  to  conmcnt  on  this  draft  environmental 
otatemeu;. 

Sinccroly  yourn, 


n.  w.  rmiJsoN 

lit.    Colonn],    Corpn   of  Eiii'-jlncors 
Deputy  J)Ji;trlct  Kii^^inoor 
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I 

Through  Hungry  Horse,  a  border  strip  of  from  12  to  20  feet         I 
will  be  provided.   This  strip  will  be  of  sufficient  width  and 
will  be  cleared  so  that  either  pedestrians  or  bicyclists  will  be 
able  to  use  it.   This  will  provide  convenient  access  to  Hungry 
Horse  Park  and  Camp. 

The  comments  referred  to  in  the  June  25,  1971  letter  have 
been  answered  in  an  earlier  part  of  this  statement. 
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Dear  Mr.   Powers: 


■I 


.:  / 

This  is  in  response  to  your  letters  of  April  18  and  May  16  requesting 
the  Department  of  the  Interior's  comments  on  a  draft  Section  4(f) 
determination  for  U.  S.  Highway  No.  2  in  Hungry  Horse,  Flathead  County, 
Montana. 

The  proposed  highway  would  require  one  acre  from  a  68±  acre  Forest 
Service  camping  area  adjacent  to  the  town  of  Hungry  Horse  and  almost 
40  percent  of  a  56,000+  square  feet  county  recreation  area  within 
the  tovm. 

Considering  the  environmental,  physical,  and  socioeconomic  factors 
which  limit  the  location  of  the  proposed  improved  highway,  we  concur 
that  there  is  no  feasible  and  prudent  alternative  to  the  use  of  public 
recreation  lands,  as  proposed.   In  both  Section  4(f)  cases ,^  potential 
alternative  alignments  appear  neither  feasible  nor  prudent.   However, 
we  do  not  believe  that  all  possible  planning  has  been  done  to  minimize 
harm  to  the  Section  4(f)  lands. 

The  Forest  Service  District  Manager's  letter  of  December  17,  1971, 
attached  to  the  draft  Section  4(f)  determination,  indicates  that 
taking  one  acre  from  their  campground  at  Hungry  Horse  for  the  proposed 
highway  improvement  is  acceptable.   Notwithstanding,  we  suggest  that 
the  final  statement  include  evidence  of  any  coBipensation  or  replacement 
for  the  land  taken.   As  for  the  county  park,  evidence  of  agreement  with 
the  county  on  compensation  should  be  included  in  the  final  statement. 
Compensation  should  be  based  on  replacement  value  and  earmarked  for 
priority  recreation  needs  of  the  community.   County  officials  should 
also  be  made  aware  of  the  FKWA  Joint  Development  (PPM  21-19)  and 
Multiple  Use  (IM  21-2-69)  programs  which  may  be  utilized  in  this 
project. 
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Contingent  upon  the  implementation  of  measures  to  minimize  harm  as 
reflected  in  the  Section  4(f)  determination  and  those  recommended 
above,  we  would  have  no  objection  to  the  approval  of  the  Section  4Cf) 
aspects  of  this  project  by  the  Secretary  of  Transportation. 


Sincerely  yours. 


l>8puty  Assistant   Secretary  of  the  Interior 


Mr.  Grover  0.  Powers,  P.E. 
Supervisor,  Preconstruction  Section 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 
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In  regard  to  the  comments  in  the  fourth  paragraph 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior's  letter,  information  con- 
cerning compensation  or  replacement  for  park  and  campground 
land  taken  has  been  included  in  Section  VI  of  the  Statement, 
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IX.   PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENTS 

Two  public  hearings  were  held  for  this  project. 
The  first  was  on  January  8,  1959,  and  the  second  on 
September  1,  1971. 

There  were  some  comments  regarding  the  environment 
made  at  the  September  1  hearing  and  therefore  the  trans- 
cript of  that  hearing  has  been  included  as  a  part  of  this 
statement.   Most  of  the  environmental  comments  were  in 
regard  to  the  River  Route  Alternate  which  was  not  chosen 
as  the  recommended  alternate. 


-  106  - 


TRANSCRIPT  OF  A  COMBINED  CORRIDOR  AND  HIGHWAY  DESIGN 
PUBLIC  HEARING  RELATING  TO  THE  PROPOSED  LOCATION  AND  MAJOR 
DESIGN  FEATURES  OF  A  HIGHWAY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  ON  U.S.  HIGHWAY 
NO.  2  FROM  A  POINT  AT  THE  BRIDGE  OVER  THE  SOUTH  FORK  OF  THE  FLATHEAD  RIVER 
NEAR  HUNGRY  HORSE  AND  EXTENDS  APPROXIMATELY  10.8  MILES  TO  WEST  GLACIER,  MONTANA 

PROJECT:  F  257  (16) 


HELD  IN  THE  TOWN  HALL 

HUNGRY  HORSE,  MONTANA 

WEDNESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  1,  1971  AT  8:00  P.M, 


Transcript  prepared  by: 

Preconstruction  Division 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
October  22,  1971 


-  107  - 


NOTICE  OF  A  COMBINED  CORRIDOR  AND  HIGHWAY  DESIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 

NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  THAT,  in  accordance  with  Section  116  of  the  FEDERAL  AID 
HIGHWAY  ACT  OF  1956  and  Policy  and  ProceduV-e  Memorandum  20-8  issued  January  14, 
1969  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  a  Combined  Corridor  and  Highway  Desigr 
Public  Hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Town  Hall  at  Hungry  Horse,  Montana  on  Wednesday, 
September  1,  1971  at  the  hour  of  8:00  p.m.,  relating  to  the  proposed  location  and 
major  design  features  of  a  highway  construction  project  on  U.S.  Highway  No.  2  from  ai 
point  at  the  bridge  over  the  South  Fork  of  the  Flathead  River  near  Hungry  Horse  and 
extends  approximately  10.8  miles  to  West  Glacier,  Montana.  The  design  of  the  first 
six  miles  will  be  a  four- lane  bituminous  surfaced  facility.  At  a  point  just  east  of 
Coram  the  four  lanes  will  transition  to  a  two- lane  roadway  and  continue  for   approxi- 
mately 4.8  miles.  In  the  vicinity  of  West  Glacier  four  lanes  will  again  be  provided 
There  will  be  tv/o  alternates  presented  in  the  Martin  City  area  and  three  alternates 
presented  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Lodge  Pole  Antique  Store.  Drainage  culverts  will 
be  designed  as  needed. 

Maps,  drawings  and  other  pertinent  information  relating  to  this  project  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Montana  Highway  Commission  Office 
at  Missoula  or  Kalispell,  Montana.  The  tentative  schedule  for  right  of  way  acquisi- 
tion and  construction,  as  well  as  relocation  assistance  programs,  will  be  discussed. 

INVITATION  IS  HEREBY  EXTENDED  TO  ALL  INTERESTED  PERSONS  in  the  subject  matter  of 

this  notice  to  attend  said  hearing  and  to  submit  written  briefs  or  verbal  arguments 

either  for  or  against  the  proposition.  Written  statements  will  also  be  accepted    * 

for  ten  (10)  days  following  the  hearing  by  the  Montana  Highway  Commission,  Helena, 

Montana. 

Dated  this  12th  day  of  July  1971 

Project:  F  257  (16) 
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The  following  is  a  transcript  of  a  Combined  Corridor  and  Highway  Design  Public 
Hearing  held  in  the  Town  Hall  at  Hungry  Horse,  Montana  on  Wednesday,  September 
1,  1971  at  the  hour  of  8:00  p  m  ,  relating  to  the  proposed  location  and  major 
design  features  of  a  highway  construction  project  on  UcS.  Highway  Ho.   2   from  a 
point  at  the  bridge  over  the  South  Fork  of  the  Flathead  RUer   near  Hungry  Horse 
and  extends  approximately  10-8  miles  northeasterly  to  West  Glacier,  Montana, 
The  design  of  the  first  six  miles  will  be  a  four- lane  bituminous  surfaced  facil- 
ity. At  a  point  just  east  of  Coram,  the  four  lanes  will  transition  to  a  two- 
lane  roadway  and  continue  for  approximately  4  8  miles.  In  the  vicinity  of  West 
Glacier  four  lanes  will  again  be  provided.  There  will  be  two  alternates  presented 
in  the  Martin  City  area  and  three  alternates  presented  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
Lodge  Pole  Antique  Store,  Drainage  culverts  will  be  designed  as  needed, 

The  hearing  was  attended  by  the  following  Montana  Highway  Commission  personnel: 

Jack  Wheeler,  Secretary  of  the  Montana  Highway  Commission,  Helena 

Ben  C,  Miller,  District  Engineer,  Missoula 

James  J.  Keith  ley,  Division  Engineer,  Kali  spell 

James  K.  Thomas,  District  Right  of  Way  Supervisor,  Missoula 

Gordon  Larson,  Area  Engineer,  Helena 

Walter  Nelson,  Designer  II,  Helena 

Bob  Samson,  Special  Assignments  Engineer  I,  Helena 

Don  D.  Anderson,  Director  of  Public  Hearings  and  Notices,  Helena 

Representing  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  was: 
Bruce  Rector,  Area  Engineer,  Helena 


TRANSCRIPT 

ANDERSON:     Good  evening,  ladies  and  gentlemen   We  will  commence  with  the 
formal  part  of  the  public  hearing  now.  I  am  sorry  we  don't 
have  enough  chairs  to  go  around   On  behalf  of  the  Montana  High- 
way Commission  1  welcome  you  to  the  formal  part  of  this  public 
hearing   This  evening  we  are   here  to  present  to  you  the  Highway 
Department's  proposal  on  the  design  and  location  of  a  section  of 
highway,  US.    Highway  No  2  from  Hungry  Horse  to  West  Glacier^ 
We  will  shortly  have  the  presentation  by  one  of  our  engineers. 
First  of  all,  I  would  like  to  introduce  a  few  of  the  highway 
personnel  that  are  with  us  this  evening c  We  have  the  Commission 
Secretary,  Mr,  Jack  Wheeler  from  Helena;  District  Engineer,  Mr. 
Ben  Miller  from  Missoula;  Division  Engineer,  Mr  Jim  Kenhley 
from  Kalispell;  Mr.  James  Thomas,  our  District  Right  of  Way 
Supervisor  from  Missoula;  Area  Engineer,  Mr  Gordon  Larson  from 
Helena;  the  Designer  on  part  of  this  section  of  highway  this 
evening,  Mr  Walter  Nelson  from  Helena   I  am  Don  Anderson  from 
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the  Preconstruction  Division  m  Helena  and  ou^  Special  Assign- 
ments Engineer  is  Mr  Bob  Samson,  also  from  Helena 

This  is  a  Federal  Aid  Project,  which  means  that  the  federal 
government  participates  in  the  financing,  planning  and  develop- 
f  ment  of  these  projects  in  cooperation  with  your  State  Highway 

Department   Representing  the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
this  evening  is  Mr  Bruce  Rectof,  the  A''ea  Engineer  from  Helena, 
Before  we  go  mto  a  discussion  on  this,  an  open  discussion,  we 
will  have  a  presentation  by  one  of  our  engineerSc  Would  you 
please  hold  all  of  your  comments  and  questions  until  he  has  gone 
completely  through  his  presentation  and  then  we  will  open  it  up 
for  your  comments.  At  th^s  time,  we  will  ask  Mr  Keith  ley  to 
discuss  this  project  with  you   Jim 

KEITHLEY:     Well,  I  see  we  have  quUe  a  large  turnout  tomght   It  looks 
like  we  do  have  some  friendly  faces  so  I  will  jump  right  into 
it.  Now  we  hawe  had  a  hearing  on  this  befo'^e  and  I  am  sure 
quite  a  few  of  you  were  at  that  one   We  have  done  considerable 
work  on  this  particular  p'ece  of  highway  since  that  time   This 
,i-,:v       hearing  tonight  is  somewhat  of  a  jcnt  heanng  'n  respect  that 
certain  sections  o*  this  I'ne  were  fairly  weH  along  on,  in 
design,  and  on  some  of  it  we  still  have  aiterates  we  are  looking 
at  so  our  normal  hearing,  we  either  designate  as  a  location  or 
a  design  hearing   Now  this  is  kind  of  a  combination  of  both- 
As  you  are  probably  famiha''  with  the  section  of  highway  we  will 
be  talking  about  tonight,  ^t  is  fi^om  app'-oximate  »y  the  east  end 
of  the  South  Fork  Bi^idge  west  or  Hungry  Ho/^se  to  just  east  of 
the  raiUoad  separation  at  West  Glaciei'   Now  thu  section  of 
highway  is  approximately  10  8  mi  !es  pong,  wuh  about  six  miles 
of  four-lane  and  4  8  miles  of  two-lane   Nuw  the  sections  of 
four-lane  hd\/e  been  extended  f<om  those  wh'ch  were  proposed  at 
the  prior  hearing   The  four- lane  section  . uns  t'dm   the  beginning 
of  the  job  to  just  east  o^  Coram   I  thmk  that  is  about  the 
,,     break  point  between  the  fou^-lane  and  the  two-'ane  there,  then 

it  is  proposed  to  construct  a  two-Iane  f'um  there  to  West  Glacier, 
Now  with  the  t'-affic  problem  which  we  'na^/e   at  West  Glacier,  it 
has  been  decided  to  build  a  short  iection  -  somewhat  under  a 
mile  -  at  West  Glacier  to  take  care  of  that  problem,  and  here 
again,  this  is  another  piece  of  fou'- 'ane  that  ha^  been  added 
since  the  last  hearing   The  tentative  letting  date  for  these 
projects  are  Ju^y  of  1974  for  the  Hungry  Hoi-se  to  Coram  section 
and  August  of  1973  for  the  Coram  -  We^^t  G'acie'  section.  Now 
the  reason  the  Coram  -  West  Glacier  sect'On  is  scheduled  to  go 
first  is  the  fact  that  this  is  the  ea_>^est  section  of  the  two. 
We  can  get  this  to  contract  quicker  due  to  the  fact  that  it  isn't 
as  complex  to  design  as  the  section  from  Hungry  Ho-se  to  Coram, 
due  to  the  complexity  of  the  urban  nature  of  the  work  in  Hungry 
Horse  and  Coram.  Now  our  four-lane  section  through  Hungry  Horse 
will  be  what  we  call  a  44  foot  center  typical  section  and  this 
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IS  comprised  of  two  12-foot  dnving  idnei  in  each  dwection  of 
travel,  lO-foot  shoulders  in  each  direction  of  ti^avel,  and  a 
20-foot  paved  median  between  the  two  lanes  of  traffic  so  this 
winds  up  being  an  88-foot  wide  roadway,  curb  to  curb   Also,  I 
might  pomt  out,  and  I  am  sure  this  w^  ^  1  be  brought  up  latei^, 
that  it  is  proposed  at  this  f'me  that  it  be  a  curb  and  gutter 
section  with  stand-up  curbs   Now  this  is  our  bas'c  section  for 
the  four-lane,  with  the  exception  of  a  shoi't  piece  of  four-lane 
in  this  area  west  of  Coram  where  we  have  reduced  the  centers 
to  28  feet,  due  to  the  fact  that  we  are  right  up  close  to  the 
old  nvei^bank  and  if  you  widen  the  centers  out,  you  fall  over 
the  edge  of  it  and  thei^e's  a  confide'' able  amount  of  grading  re- 
quired to  widen  the  centers  out   Here  agam,  through  Coram  we 
are  proposing  the  same  basic  typ'ca'  section   Thib  would  be 
the  same  as  you  would  have  in  Hungfy  Horse   Then  the  four-lane 
44-foot  centers  would  go  through  Coram,  and  u  is  our  thinking 
at  this  time  that  we  would  transition  from  four- lane  to  two- 
lane  about  in  this  area,  just  at  the  tounty  ^ oad  west  of  the 
Lodge  Pole  Store,  and  a  two- lane  section  f'om  the^e  to  West 
Glacier  would  be  a  38-foot,  two-lane  at  this  t^me   We  intend  to 
acquire  right  of  way  for  a  four-lane  facshty;  however,  only 
two  lanes  will  be  built  at  this  time   It  is  ai^o  proposed  that 
the  future  four- lane  be  developed  with  70-^^oot  ^enters   This 
would  be  what  we  refer  to  as  a  depressed  median  section   This 
is  the  section  where  your  cente'S  are  far  enough  apart  that  you 
can  have  a  median  ditch  between  the  two  ^ane'^   ot  trctffic   We 
would  build  our  38-foot  section  f'om  there  to  We^t  Glacier  and 
the  reason  why  th^s  would  be  38-foot,  is  to*  a  r.jtu-'e  divided 
four-lane   This  entaHs  two  12-t-oot  d'lving  lanes  n  each  di- 
rection of  travel,  a  10-foot  outside  safety  'ane  -  or  safety 
shoulder,  and  a  4-foot  inside  ^houide'   ^h-is  :s  why  it  comes 
up  38  feet,  so  that  when  you  are  through  dnd  you  vome  back  in 
with  the  other  set  of  lanes,  then  yuo  wou^d  hove  two  38-foot 
roadways  in  each  direction  of  travel   Here  agam,  getting  into 
West  Glacier,  we  would  go  back  to  thu  iect-on  of  four-iane  in 
order  to  take  care  of  the  traff'C  problem  a*"  the  underpass.  You 
will  also  notice  that  we  have  a  coup:e  of  a-eas  where  we  have 
alternates   In  the  vicimty  of  Martm  C-ty  there  '->  an  alternate 
along  the  -^iver  and  there  ^s  an  alternate  that  's,  bas'cally,  over 
the  PTW   I'll  have  to  back  up  there  so  I  don't      we  get  used 
to  talking  among  ourselves.  PTW  means  Present  Traveled  Way  and 
we  in  the  business  understand  this  but  sometime^  get  carried 
away  and  make  reference  to  things  I'ke  that  and  nobody  understands 
them  but  you   But  anyway,  what  th'S  amounts  to  >s,  we  would  con- 
struct it  over  the  present  highway,  bas  ca'iy.  it  would  have 
a  deviation  at  the  big  curve  ^n  Ma-'tin  C^ty  to  flatten  that  curve 
out  and  puH  in  the  hillsides  of  the  present  highway  west  of 
Martin  City  to  maintain  alignment  m  That  area,  Down  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Lodge  Pole  Store  we  have  th^ee  alternates;  one 
east  of  the  present  highway,  which  is  referred  to  as  the  East 
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Alternate;  one  west  of  the  present  highway,  which  is  referred 
to  as  the  West  Alternate ,  and  one  that  is  about  over  the  present 
highway   Now  to  break  these  down  into  sections,  since  this  is 
such  a  long  project.  I  thmk  what  I  wOi  do  is  go  through  them 
in  this  order:  Hungry  Horse,  Coram,  West  GUc^er  and  then  the 
alternate  sections   Then  when  1  have  completed  that,  we  will 
open  it  up  for  questions   Now  I  m:ght  po: nt  out  that  Mr,  Nelson, 
the  Designer  from  Helena,  is  probably  more  familiar  with  details 
so  I  will  make  this  general  presentat'on  and  then  when  we  open 
it  up  for  questions,  and  you  have  specific  questions,  I  will 
probably  let  him  field  quite  a  few  of  those   As  I  pointed  out 
before,  we  plan  a  four-lane  curb  and  gutter  section  through 
Hungry  Horse  and  this  would  be,  as  I  pointed  Ojt,  an  88-foot 
paved  roadway  from  curb  to  curb,  w>th  a  20- toot  median  and  10- 
foot  shoulders  with  stand-up  curbs   Now  we  a -so  propose  to  pro- 
vide a  storm  drainage  system   One  of  the  items  that  has  been 
discussed  m  the  past  and  which  was  a  problem  wh^ch  J  thmk  we 
have  resolved,  is  the  matter  of  the  park^   Now  we  had  a  meeting 
here  sometime  ago  w^th  the  residents  of  Hungry  Ho-^se,  the  County 
Commissioners  and  some  of  our  representat  ves  from  Helena  where 
it  was  decided  that  probably  the  best  thing  to  do  would  be  to 
take,  maintain  -  roughly  maintain,  the  existing  right  of  way, 
the  existing  right  of  way  on  the  north  side  of  the  present  high- 
way, expand  our  right  of  way  on  the  south  ^'de,  due  to  the  fact 
that  this  is  relatively  undeveloped,  to  m'n^mize  any  taking  on 
the  no^th  side   Now  in  expanding  the  ''-ght  of  way  to  the  south 
side,  of  course,  you  get  involved  m  the  ex'^t'ng  parks  and  these 
discussions  that  I  referred  to  before  we^'e  pretty  well  resolved. 
The  best  thing  to  do  would  be  to  take  the  rghi  of  way  from  the 
parks  and  the  momes  that  would  be  due  the  county  -  smce  this 
is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  county  -  ^vtuld  be  used  to  pro- 
vide additional  playground  facilities  at  the  school   I  think 
this  would  -  this  would  involve  the  imp-- j^.ement  of  a  construction 
of  a  tenms  cou^t  and  improvement  of  the  ba ' '  field,  so  I  think 
this  is  pretty  well  resolved   Ever_ybody  seemed  to  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  that  the  nsght  that  we  had  the  meeting   Of  course, 
you  have  existing  street  lighting  'n  Hungr_y  Ho'-se  bO  we  would 
perpetuate  that  or  replace  "t  wth  new  lighting  facilities  and 
fixtures  and  hopefully      1  dont  know  what  this  has  in  detail 
as  this  hasn't  been  worked  out,  but  one  thing  we  propose  to  do 
would  be  to  move  the  utilities  off  f^om  U  S.  Highway  No-  2;  move 
them  back  to  an  alley  north  of  U  S  2  to  get  all  of  those  utility 
poles  off  of  the  right  of  way   I  am  sure  everyone  in  Hungry  Horse 
would  be  in  favor  of  that  because  that  is  quite  a  jungle  of  some 
pretty  big  poles  out  there  now   Oka^  ,  at  Co'am  we  intend  to  have 
the  same  typical  section  as  we  have  m  Hungry  Horse   We  made 
extensive  studies  at  Co-^am  as  far  as  the  be-t  location,  in  order 
to  do  the  least  damage  to  ex^stmg  developments  and,  also,  to 
minimize  our  right  of  way  cost,  and  at  Coram  it  was  decided  to 
maintain  the  existing  south  nght  of  way  Mne  as  much  as  possible 
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and  take  the  required  additional  right  of  wa>  from  the  north 
side.  Here  again,  since  this  is  a  curb  and  gutter  section  which 
we  do  have  drainage  problems  with,  and  have  a  paved  roadway  width 
of  this  extent,  that  we  will  provide  for  sto^m  drainage  here  too. 
At  West  Glacier,  of  course,  this  will  involve  an  intersection 
with  the  entrance  to  the  park  road.  Our  traffic  people  are  work- 
ing on  that  noWc  I  don't  know  how  far  along  they  are  I'n  the 
development  of  that  intersection  but  this  will  take  care  of  that 
problem  and  here  again,  since  this  will  be  a  curb  and  gutter 
section,  we  will  provide  for  storm  drainage.  Okay,  now  we  will 
get  into  the  alternates.  This  alternate  hits  this  hill  in  here 
pretty  hard.  There's  quite  a  bit  of  development  in  that  area  - 
houses,  trailer  court  -  and  there's  quite  a  bit  involved  in  this 
in  right  of  way  cost.  We  have  a  real  pretty  expensive  cut  through 
here;  we  will  have  -  probably  will  have  some  pretty  bad  backs  lope 
scars  left  by  the  excavation  required  for  this  cut   It  generally 
would  follow  over  the  Present  Traveled  Way  through  here   I  think, 
basically,  we  are  taking  the  additional  right  of  way,  or  would 
take  the  additional  right  of  way  from  the  river  side.  This  would 
be  provided  with  connections  to  this  loop  of  existing  highway  that 
is  cut  off   There  would  be  approaches  on  each  end  of  this  to  tie 
back  into  the  new  highway   Okay,  the  River  Route,  of  course,  it 
traverses  pretty  much  undeveloped  ground.  The  right  of  way  costs 
are  considerably  less  on  it   Of  course,  that's  kind  of  a  bench 
in  there.  I  think  that  the  construction  costs  are  also  less. 
Our  design  people  in  Helena  have  made  a  study  which  indicates 
the  cost  of  what  we  refer  to  as  the  staked  line,  or  this  orange 
line  -  those  costs  to  be  approximately  $855,000  from  this  west 
common  point  to  this  east  common  point,  then  the  cost  of  the 
River  Route  as  approximately  $742,000   There  has  been  quite  an 
interest  in  the  River  Route  from  other  agencies  due  to  that  fact. 
It's  considered  there  would  be  considerably  more  study  from  the 
state  group   Our  cost  indicates  that  it  is  the  cheapest  and, 
although  I  don't  believe  we  have  taken  any  official  position  on 
it,  I  think  our  feeling  at  this  time  is  that  we  would  prefer  the 
River  Route,  Okay,  it  looks  like  we  have  quite  a  few  overlays 
on  this;  three  alternates  here  at  the  Lodge  Pole  Store   Let's 
flip  these  over  and  get  down  to  the  bottom   Okay,  this  is  the 
East  Alternate,  Some  of  the  factors  that  are   involved  in  this 
area  are  that  we  have  the  Lodge  Pole  Store  and  we  have  the  motel 
here.  Of  course,  there  is  a  gas  line  through  this   The  staked 
line  would  probably  take  out  most  of  these  improvements   The 
original  line  was  run  as  we  will  see  on  the  next  overlay,  I  think 
about  over  the  present  highway,  then  when  we  looked  at  this  in 
the  field  it  was  felt  that  something  should  be  done  to  try  to 
minimize  the  right  of  way  take  and  damage  to  the  improvements  in 
that  area  so  then  we  established  the  East  Alternate,  which  does 
quite  a  bit  to  miss  the  improvements  m  here   It  misses  the 
Lodge  Pole  Store  itself;  it  does  encroach  on  this  lake   One 
thing  I  might  point  out,  on  all  of  these  alternates  -  as  everybody 
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I'm  sure  is  pretty  happy  about,  is  we  eliminate  the  Dew  Drop  curve. 
This  alternate  would  cut  inside  the  Dew  Drop  curve  approximately  on 
this  location.  Let's  see  what  we  have  here  for  the  next  overlay. 
Okay,  the  West  Alternate  also  misses  all  of  the  improvements;  it 
is  further  removed  from  the  lake.  Here  again,  all  of  these  alter- 
nates come  back  in  together  approximately  in  this  area.  It  misses 
all  the  improvements;  it  misses  the  lake;  it  is  further  removed 
from  the  lake.  Now  there  is  a  pretty  deep  ravine  right  in  here  so 
you  would  have  a  pretty  good  fill  right  in  there,  so  this  is  what 
it  does;  it  does  basically  the  same  thing.  The  same  considerations 
were  taken  into  account,  to  try  to  reduce  the  right  of  way  damages 
in  here  and,  just  so  that  we  would  have  something  to  compare  the 
two  alternates  with,  here's  the  original  staked  line.  Okay,  I 
think  that  is  about  all  I  had  in  mind  for  general  comments  to  get 
this  thing  kicked  off  with.  Now  I  think  the  best  thing  to  do  is 
open  it  up  for  discussion  and  we  can  have  Mr  Nelson  and  myself 
answer  any  specific  questions  you  might  have. 

Before  we  do  open  it  up  for  discussion  I  have  a  few  comments. 
Thank  you,  Jim,  for  the  presentation.  You  will  notice  that  we 
are  recording  what  is  being  said  here  this  evening.  For  that 
reason,  we  ask  that  anyone  who  has  a  comment,  please  come  up  to 
one  of  the  microphones  and  give  us  your  name;  who  you  represent, 
if  you  represent  a  group  of  people  or  an  organization.  We  would 
appreciate  that  too.  This  transcript  will  be  made  available  to 
anyone  who  wishes  one.  It  is  also  given  to  the  engineers  and  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  for  their  review-  Anyone  request- 
ing a  transcript,  would  you  come  up  after  the  meeting  and  sign 
this  pamphlet.  These  transcripts  are  furnished  free  of  charge. 
Anyone  who  spoke  will  get  one  automatically.  With  that,  then,  we 
will  begin  with  the  general  discussion.  We  would  like  to  point 
out  that  we  will  accept  any  kind  of  comment  but  we  do  prefer 
to  have  it  as  a  general,  overall  discussion   Any  minor  details 
that  you  would  like  to  discuss  with  the  engineers  alone,  we  do 
have  a  set  of  plans  and  right  of  way  plans  here  and  they  will  be 
available  after  the  meeting  to  discuss  them  with  you.  Would 
someone  care  to  begin?  Yes,  mam   Give  us  your  name,  please? 


LUDWIG: 


Well,  I'm  Mrs.  Ludwig  from  Wes 
little  questions.  Our  place  , 
the  Winnecke  for  five  years, 
because  I  had  no  help  but  my  q 
to  be  so  close  to  my  house  tha 
ening.  Where  the  highway  is  n 
we  cannot  hear  ourselves  talk, 
truck  goes  by  before  we  can  st 
route  now  is  going  to  put  the 
and  I  want  to  know  what  can  be 


t  Glacier  an 
.  .  we  have 
This  year  I 
uestion  is  - 
t  the  noise 
ow,  when  a  1 
We  have  to 
art  talking 
highway  even 
done  mac 


d  I  have  a  couple  of 

had  a  campground  called 
haven't  had  it  open 

this  highway  is  going 
is  going  to  be  deaf- 
arge  truck  goes  by 

shut  up  unti 1  the 
again   The  proposed 

closer  to  our  home 
ase  like  this? 


ANDERSON; 


This  is  in  approximately  the  area  of  Station  600  that  you  are 
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LUDWIG: 
NELSON: 
LUDWIG: 


ANDERSON: 


YOUNG; 


ANDERSON: 

YOUNG: 

ANDERSON: 

YOUNG: 

ANDERSON; 

YOUNG: 

ANDERSON; 
YOUNG: 

ANDERSON; 
YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY; 


referring  to?  Any  comment,  Jim?  Would  you  like  to  show  her  the 
plans  after  the  meeting  and  give  her  the  details  and  get  the 
measurements  off  of  that? 

We  would  like  to  know  just  for  sure,  if  they  do  go  with  this 
route,  just  what  our  best  ,  .  .  just  what  we  could  do  about  it. 

The  display  doesn't  show  enough  detail  to  explain  what  you  would 
like  to  know. 

Yes.  Well,  last  year  I  went  down  to  the  Highway  Department  and 
they  informed  me  they  were  going  behind  my  house  so  to  go  ahead 
and  do  anything  we  wanted  to  our  house.  We  have  added  on  to  our 
house  now  and  so  now  we  have  a  bigger  house.  Now  they  tell  us 
they  are  going  to  go  right  behind  it. 

Thank  you  for  the  comments,  mam.  Would  someone  else  have  a 
question  in  favor  of  any  of  the  alternates  or  against  any  of  the 
alternates;  the  overall  proposal?  Anyone?  Yes,  sir. 

I  am  Chuck  Young  from  Coram,  Primarily,  my  question  is  on  design. 
There's  a  question  on  my  mind.  Why  do  you  insist  on  a  20-foot 
median  through  Hungry  Horse?  There's  going  to  be  a  raised  median, 
I  understand. 

No,  this  is  going  to  be  a  painted  median;  it  will  be  flush  with 
the  rest  of  the  pavement. 

It  will  be  20  feet? 

Right, 

Well,  will   this  compound  snow  removal   problems? 

No.     There  is  no  physical   raise  to  it  at  all. 

There's  no  curb,  then,  in  your  projected  plans  for  the  two-lane 
highway?     You've  indicated  you  are  going  to  have  a  depressed 
median. 

Right, 

Is  this  a  good  design  up  here,  in  view  of  the  fact  of  our  heavy 
snow  load  and  al 1? 

I  am  going  to  refer  that  question  to  Mr,   Keith  ley. 

No,  I  mean  we've  got  some  pretty  hairy  problems  up  here  that  you 
all   don't  have  in  Helena, 

No,  of  course.     Of  course,  on  our  depressed  median  this  is  one 
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YOUNG: 
KEITHLEY: 

YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY; 

YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY: 


YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY 

YOUNG: 


KEITHLEY: 

YOUNG: 
KEITHLEY: 

YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY: 


of  our  basic  interstate  designs  as  welK 

Yes,  and  there's  a  lot  to  be  desired  on  some  of  that„ 

Well,  it's  probably  true       I   think  there's  a  lot  to  be  desired 
nationwide. 

But  is  it  necessary  to  have  that  wide  of  a  median,  like  a  20-foot 
through  Hungry  Horse?     What  I'm  getting  at  is,  it's  going  to  be 
a  lot  cheaper  to  buy   less   land 

Oh,  yes       We  are  aware  of  that 

Would  ten  feet  suffice  for  separation  on  traffic? 


Well ,  it  could  be 
However,  we  felt  i 
be  encountered,  we 
the  reasons  why  we 
Covam  is  -  now  you 
where  you  can  acqu 
provide  it.  As  fa 
or  70-foot  centers 
storage  for  snow  i 


You  could  go  all   the  way  down  to  no  median'. 

n  this  area,  with  the  traffic  volume  that  will 
wanted  better  separation  of  traffiCo     One  of 
have  to  have  these  70-foot  centers  east  of 
are  getting  out   into  the  more  undeveloped  areas 

ire  the  right  of  way  at  a  reasonable  cost  to 

r  as  snow  problems  due  to  the  70-foot  medians, 
with  the  depressed  median,  this  gives  you  some 

n  the  middle,  too,  so  I  don't  think  ,   .    . 


It  gets  pretty  deep  in  the  middleo 

Well,  hopefully,  you  won't  drive  out  there,  though.     (Laughter) 

That's  debatable      Another  question  1  had  on  my  mind^     You've 
indicated  that  the  River  Road  coming  out  of  Martin  City  would 
be  a  lot  more  economical       Now,   'f  it  were  accepted,  would  it 
infringe  at  all   on  the  stream?     That  is,   is  there  any  possi- 
bility of  excavation  dumping   into  the  river  proper  over  the 
bluffs? 

No,  it  wouldn  t,     I  think  the  only  place  we  would  have  a  fill 
would  be  at  what  is  Abbot  Creek,  or  where  Abbot  Creek  cuts  down 
to  the  river^ 

That  would  be  fill   there,  undoubtedly. 

But  we  have  reviewed  this  with  the  Fish  and  Game  and  the  Forest 
Service  and  we  won't  encroach  on  the  river  itself;  we  will  have 
a  fill   there  but  it  won't  encroach  on  the  river, 

And  getting  up  there  to  Charlie  Green's  corner;  now,  I  assume 
you  will   have  to  cut  through  there  to  get  enough  width  between 
the  riverbank  and  the  right  of  way,  won't  you? 

Right. 
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YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY: 

YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY: 

YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY: 
YOUNG: 

KEITHLEY: 

YOUNG: 


KEITHLEY: 


YOUNG: 
ANDERSON: 

BRENEMAN: 


How  much  of  that  debns  will  you       -    ,  will   that  be  utilized  some- 
where else  or  will    It  be  dumped  ove>^? 

No,  th'S  will   all  go  on  the  roadway       It  will   all  be  incorporated 
into  the  construction  of  the  road. 

You  won't  be  using  it  to  build  the  roadbed  on  out  towards  the 
river  then? 

Well,  on  that  section  it  won't  be  all   cut;  there  will  be  both 
cut  and  f  ill . 

Well  now,  with  cut  and  fill  you  get  in  there  real   close       You'll 
be  dumping   it  right   into  the  t^iver, 

Well,   I  will   assure  you  we  won't  dump  it  into  the  river. 

Well,  I've  seen  your  assurances  before       That's  one  of  the  things 
that  concerns  me,    is  dumping    into  the  river, 

Well,  this  doesn't  catch  into  the  river,   it  goes  over;   it  goes 
over  the  side  but  it  doesn't  get   mto  the  rive'-  channel. 

Well,  that's  something  to  worry  about  and  one  other  crazy  idea 
I  had  here       Now,  this  may  be  real   stupid  but  I'M  bet  you  the 
land  would  be  a   ^ot  cheaper       1  don't  know  what  construction 
costs  would  be  and  I  am  sure  there  would  be  a   lot  of  these 
places  that  might  not  realize  some  royalty,  but  the  possibilities 
of  a  straight   line   Mke  this  -  f-'om  here  to  here       (Laughter) 
Now  thafs  just  a  crazy  question       Now  elevations;  what  you  run 
into  in  there   I   am  not  at  all   aware,  other  than   looking  at  it 
from  the  ground,  but  it  wou'd  seem  to  me   like  it  would  save  a 
bunch  of  money       But,  then  aga^n 

I  can't  say  whether  that  has  been    looked  at  or  not  yet       We  had 
one  fellow  that  worked  on  this  job  several  years  ago  that  did 
look  at  quite  a  few  alternate  •'outmgs       He  isn't  here  tonight 
and  I  don  t   know  if   he   looked  at  that  particular  one,  but  here 
again,  smce    it  deviates  as   tar  as    it  does  from  the  present  high- 
way and  bypais,  and  m>sses  the  Co'-am  and  so  forth,   I  would  say 
there's  a  good  possibility  that  nobody  has   looked  at  that. 

I   assumed  that       Okay,   thanks 

Thank  you  for  your  comments,  si'       We  are  open  for  any  kind  of 
suggestions       Yes,   si-? 

My  name   is  Breneman  dnd  1  would    like  tc  know   ^f  you  have  the 
figures  on  what   't  costs   for  the  East  and  West  Alternates? 
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ANDERSON: 


BRENEMAN 

KEITHLEY: 

BRENEMAN 

KEITHLEY 

BRENEMAN 

ANDERSON 

KEITHLEY 

LARSON : 

KEITHLEY: 

BRENEMAN: 


KEITHLEY: 

BRENEMAN; 

KEITHLEY: 
BRENEMAN: 


At  this  particular  time  these  alternates  have  not  been  developed 
far  enough  to  give  complete  design  details  on  and  I  don't  believe 
we  have  complete  figures  as  to  cost  comparisons  on  any  of  them  at 
this  time.  There  is  not  much  difference  in  length.  The  only 
difference  would  be  in  the  cost  of  the  right  of  way^  I  think  the 
construction  is  about  the  same  on  all  three,  right? 

He  mentioned  that  there  would  quite  a  little  fill  in  this  area. 
How  much  fill  is  there  going  to  be  in  this  area? 

Well  5  I  don't  think  they  run  to  much  detail  on  that  West  Alternate 
yet. 

Well,  which  one  would  they  feel  would  be  the  cheapest  and  the  best 
at  this  time? 

I  don't  think  they  have  developed  detailed  cost  on  the  West  Alter- 
nate, so  there  isn't  any  comparison  available  at  this  time^ 

Well,  which  one  does  the  Highway  Department  favor?  Which  one  of 
the  three? 

We  were  hoping  to  get  these  kinds  of  comments  tonight;  what  the 
people  fa\/ored,  I  don't  .  o  . 

Do  you  have  any  comment  on  what  we  consider  to  be  the  most  favor- 
able, Gordon? 

I  believe  the  West  is  considered  the  cheapest;  that  is  all  I  know. 

Which  alternate  are  you  in  favor  of? 

Right  here  on  the  west,  or  the  original   Okay,  it  draws  the  cen- 
terline  nght  in  front  of  my  house  and  I  suggested  moving  that 
center  line  over  maybe  80  feet   That  would  miss  my  house,  my 
store  and  the  other  buildings  d^e   of  no  particular  value   I  was 
wondering  why  it  was  necessary  to  move  to  clear  over  here? 

Well,  I  thmk  that  any  of  these  are  subject  to  adjustment,  aren't 
they,  Gordon?  So,  what  you  are  basically  in  favor  of  is  the  West 
Alternate,  but  not  so  far  west? 

No.  I  can't  see  any  reason  to  go  way  over  here.  In  other  words, 
the  nearer  it  stays  to  the  present  road  the  less  it  will  tear  up 
the  ground. 

Okay. 

Okay      Now  Tm  not  m  favor  of  selling  my  house  but  I   am  not  in 
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favor  of  getting  on  the  lake 


KEITHLEY; 


BRENEMAN 
KEITHLEY 
BRENEMAN 

KEITHLEY: 

BRENEMAN: 
KEITHLEY: 
ANDERSON; 
HART: 


KEITHLEY 

HART: 
KEITHLEY: 


HART: 
KEITHLEY 


Well,  now  these  -  the  various  tapes,  like  on  this  West  Alternate, 
this  green  tape  represents  the  highway  centerline  and  the  dash 
tape  represents  the  right  of  way  limits,  so  you  can  see  with 
these  improvements  in  here,  that  you  are  not  too  far  off  from 
them.  Now  this  possibly  could  be  pulled  in  towards  the  highway 
somewhat;  however,  you  can't  pull  it  in  a  great  deal,  I  don't 
believe,  without  getting  into  the  improvements  you  are  trying 
to  avoid. 

Well,  I  don't  want  them  on  my  lake,  that's  all  I  can  say! 

Okay,  but  you  are  basically  in  favor  of  the  West  Alternate? 

Either  one  of  the  other  two;  don't  make  any  difference,  but  I 
don't  see  why  it  has  to  go  out  that  far^ 

Okay,  I  might  say  this  might  be  pulled  in  a  little  bit  but  it 
looks,  at  least  according  to  the  display,  as  near  as  the  o  .  . 

Pull  it  in  as  much  as  possible  and  I  would  be  in  favor  of  it. 

Okay. 

Thank  you 

My  name  is  Joe  Hart   On  the  proposed  River  Route,  some  of  us 
bought  property  in  that  area  between  Martin  City  and  Coram  with 
the  purpose  of  building  a  house  on  the  "^iver  some  day.  Will 
there  be  enough  river  frontage  left  there  to  have  any  house 
buildings;  will  there  be  any  significance? 

Now  would  you  point  out  the  specific  area  you  had  in  mind,  or 
is  this  just  in  general? 

In  this  area  through  here 

Well',  where  we're  tight  into  the  river  he^e  we  feel  that  we  would 
acquire  the  river,  or  the  right  of  way  right  to  the  riverbank  so 
there  wouldn't  be  any  land  left  m  this  area  between  our  right  of 
way  and  the  river,  so  the  answer  to  your  question  would  be  no. 

Well,  along  the  same  line,  "Rex  says,  why  couldn't  we  move  that 
a  little  bit  to  the  east,  or  to  the  south? 

Well,  basically,  what  we  are  trying  to  do  with  this  alignment  is 
to  get  It  out  as  dose  to  the  river  as  possible  so  that  you  would 
have  a  view  of  the  r^ver  from  the  highway   And  also,  by  moving  this 
up  as  tight  to  the  river  as  possible,  this  also  precludes  development 
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HART: 

KEITHLEY: 

HART: 

KEITHLEY: 

HART: 
KEITHLEY: 


HART: 


KEITHLEY: 


HART: 

KEITHLEY 

HART: 

ANDERSON 


on  that  side  which , 
that  we  would  be  con 
sirable  development 
that  side,  which  e^ 
have  to  the  highway, 
the  safety  aspect 
proaches  you  can  mak 
tight  to  the  i^i  ver  y 
development  on  that 
sirable  development 
I  think  that  these  a 


I  m  sure  you  wouldn't  do  it,  but  one  thing 
cerned  about  is,  you  might  get  some  unde- 
in  there   It  also  excludes  development  on 
mi  nates  the  number  of  approaches  you  would 
which  would  also  increase  this  thing  from 
Whei^e  you  can  eliminate  the  number  of  ap- 
e  a  safer  highway,  so  by  pushing  that  out 
ou  would  assure  that  there  wouldn't  be  any 
side,  which  could  possibly  be  either  unde- 
-  and  eliminate  the  possible  approaches, 
re  two  of  the  factors  involved, 


In  other  words,  you'i'e  trying  to  eliminate  development  along  the 
river  in  this  area   What  is  the  purpose  behind  that? 

Okay,  This  is  why  1  po-nted  ;jut  before  what  the  purposes  were. 

Just  for  turnout? 

No,  To  provide  a  view  of  the  r^^er,   to  guarantee  we  don't  have 
undesirable  deve'opment  on   that  side  and  to  improve  the  safety 
of  the  highway  by  ■'educing  the  numbei'  of  approaches, 

Well,  some  of  that  propei'ty  through  there  is  rather  expensive. 

Now  we  have  had  a  Mght  of  way  estimate  made  on  both  alternates 
and  our  nght  of  way  peop'e  advise  us  that  the  right  of  way  is 
cheaper  on  the  Rive-^  Route  than  it  is  on  the  orange  route,  or 
what  we  refer  to  as  the  staked  line. 

Well,  most  of  it  is  m  an  area  of  $30  00  a  front  foot,  minimum. 
May  I  ask  another  question?  The  people  that  are  -   I  m  not  in 
the  business  -  the  people  who  are   m  the  tourist  business  along 
this  area,  what  compensation  wi 1  i  they  have? 

Since  they  are   not  involved  m  right  of  way  action,  since  we  are 
not  taking  ight  of  way  from  them  -  we  won  t  De  acqu'-'ing  right 
of  way  from  them  -  they  wouldn  t  rece^'ve  any   compensation   The 
only  people  who  rece  ve  compensation  are   the  people  we  buy  right 
of  way  from  for  the^r  \and 

Wil'  we  have  futhe''  act'on  before  the  actual  highway  line  is 
firmed  up? 

In  the  form  of  another  hearing? 

Yes. 

Not  unless  there  is  enough  change  in  the  design  or  location  from 
what  we  present  here  tonight.  You  will  be  notified  of  the  approval 
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or  the  disapproval  of  the  request  for  this  design  however. 


HART: 


ANDERSON; 


HART: 

ANDERSON: 

KEITHLEY: 


ANDERSON; 
SERRA: 

KEITHLEY; 

SERRA: 
KEITHLEY; 

SERRA: 
KEITHLEY; 


Okay.  What  would  we  have  to  do  if  we  wanted  to  make  sure  that 
we  have  a  firm  knowledge  of  which  direction  the  highway  is  going 
to  go? 

Your  testimony  here  this  evening  will  greatly  help  the  engineers. 
Also,  we  will  accept  any  petitions  or  letters  if  you  will  send 
them  to  the  Montana  Highway  Commission,  Helena,  Montana.  They 
will  be  made  a  part  of  this  transcript  also. 

Okay.  Thank  you. 

Thank  you, 

I  also  might  point  out  as  far  as  any  additional  action,  of  course, 
the  transcript  of  this  hearing  will  be  reviewed  by  the  Montana 
Highway  Commission.  We  will  have  to  receive  approvals  from  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  so  there  is  adcjitional  action 
that  will  have  to  be  taken  before  this  is  completed.  The  hearing 
itself  doesn't  conclude  what  is  required  for  us  to  do  to  finalize 
this  design  at  all , 

These  approvals  from  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  will  be 
advertised  through  your  local  newspapei^, 

I'm  Ray  Serra  from  the  Coram  area.  I  would  like  to  know  exactly 
how  far  out  did  you  say  that  four  lane  was  going  to  come  here;  to 
this  county  road  or  to  this  county  road  here? 

I  think  about  in  this  area  right  here;  the  first  county  road 
towards  Coram  from  Lodge  Polec  Four-lane  to  here,  then  trans- 
ition to  two- lane. 

What  will  the  total  right  of  way  width  be  there? 

Probably  the  best  thing  to  do  would  be  to  wait  until  after  the 
hearing  is  over  and  we  will  break  out  our  plans  and  give  you 
that  detail  more  accurately  than  we  can  off  of  the  display. 

What's  the  reason  for  bringing  the  four-lane  this  far;  out  of 
town,  I  mean? 

Well  of  course,  one  thing,  when  we  held  the  first  hearing  we 
had  quite  a  bit  of  pressure  to  build  all  four-lane  so  we  ex- 
tended our  four-lane;  we  carried  it  through  Coram.  We  decided 
that  we  should  maybe  have  a  fairly  long  section,  or  some  length 
of  four-lane  outside  of  Coram,  so  you're  not  making  your  trans- 
ition right  on  the  edge  of  Coram,  and  carried  it  down  to  that 
point  on  that  basis;  kind  of  a  fudge  out  as  much  four- lane  as 
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we  could  get,  is  about  what  it  amounts  to, 


ANDERSON:  Thank  you  We  know  right  of  way  is  going  to  be  quite 
on  this  project  We  also  have  a  new  se-'vlce  which  is 
We  would  at  this  time  like  to  have  Mr  Thomas  give  us 
description  of  this  and  a 
Jim? 


a  problem 
relocation, 
a  brief 


ittle  explanation  of  right  of  way 


THOMAS 


UNIDENTIFIED; 
THOMAS: 


Since  July  I,  1969  we  have  had  a  i^elocation  program  In  effect. 
It  has  recently  been  revised  and  the  amounts  of  relocation  have 
been  increased  substantially   This  program  applies  to  anyone 
who  legally  occupies  any  type  of  premise  as  owner  or  tenant  for 
a  specified  period  of  time  and  these  premises  are   required  for 
highway  construction   These  people  are  eligible  for  relocation 
assistance   The  relocation  assistance  offe-'ed  includes  supple- 
mental rental  and  housing  payments,  moving  costs  for  personal 
property,  financial  mfo-'mation,  house  and  cental  listings  and 
assistance  m  finding  replacement  housing   If  you  are   eligible, 
these  rfslocation  payments  are  made  m  addition  to  the  price  paid 
for  your  property   This  1s  the  impo^^tant  part  of  it   To  be 
eligible  you  must  purchase  and  occupy,  be  m  the  process  of 
purchasing,  or  'ent  and  occupy  a  decent,  safe  and  sanitary  dwelling 
within  one  year  after  the  date  ^ou  are   i^equested  to  vacate  your 
property   That  wou'd  be  nght  after  the  state  would  acquire  it. 
To  receive  moving  costs,  you  must  complete  the  move  to  your  new 
location   This  applies  to  individuals,  families,  businesses,  non- 
profit organizations  and  ranches   Once  negotiations  have  started 
on  a  project,  you  wi 1 '  be  contacted  personally  and  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  request  this  assistance   We  have  a  relocation  agent 
that  works  out  of  the  Missoula  District  Office   She  is  a  female, 
Mrs  Lois  Baker   If  you  do  not  believe  the  relocation  assistance 
offered  you  is  adequate,  you  ha«e  the  r'ght  to  request  a  hearing 
before  an  appeal  board   The  time  allotted  for  negotiations  should 
be  sufficient  to  also  complete  relocation   You  may  obtain  reloca- 
tion assistance  mformat'on  at  anytime  at  the  District  Highway 
Commission  Office  'n  Missou'a   We  have  a  genera!  information 
brochure  and  I  w  H  put  some  out  when  I  am  th'ough  here   This 
will  be  a  'Utle  short  m  supply  of  them  tonight   People  who 
figure  their  property  will  be  invaded  -  by  property,  1  mean  your 
buildings,  I  would  rather  have  them  look  dt  them  and  then  when 
you  are  through  with  them,  pass  them  around   If  there's  not 
enough  to  go  around,  you  could  write  to  the  Right  of  Way  Department 
in  Missoula  and  we  wU  mail  you  one   These  will  be  available  here 
after  the  meeting   If  there  are   any  questions  about  right  of  way, 
what  our  procedures  are   in  regard  to  acquiring  your  property,  I 
am  open  for  those  now 

When  are  you,  approximately,  going  to  start  to  buy  "ight  of  way? 

That  is  a  good  question   We  don't  start  acquiring  property  until 
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we  receive  the  approved  maps;  after  they  have  been  approved  by 
the  Highway  Commission  and  by  the  Federal  Highway  Administration, 
At  that  time,  they  turn  the  maps  over  to  right,  of  way  and  we  are 
told  by  our  Helena  Right  of  Way  Office  to  start  appraising.  Now 
the  appraisers  might  be  a  staff  appraiser,  who  Is  a  full-time 
employee  of  the  Highway  Department,  or  a  fee  appraiser;  these 
fellows  work  under  contract  basis.  Once  the  appraisals  are  written, 
they  are  approved  by  a  review  appraiser  and  after  they  are  reviewed 
by  our  District  Review  Appraiser  and  our  Helena  Office,  they  are 
assigned  to  a  different  man,  who  is  a  negotiator,  and  he  is  the 
fellow  who  comes  with  the  money.  Any  problems  you  would  have  re- 
garding your  property  after  the  right  of  way  Hnes  have  been  final- 
ized, it  would  be  to  your  benefit  to  point  out  how  the  right  of 
way  is  really  affecting  your  property  so  that  he  will  take  every- 
thing into  considerationc 


ANDERSON: 


Excuse  me,  sir   If  you  have  a  question  would  you  come  up  to  the 
microphone,  please   We  have  to  get  this  on  the  tape;  that  is 
what  we  are  here  for   This  acquisition  would  start  approximately 
a  yQd^f   to  a  year  and  a  half  before  construction  and  this  would  be 
sometime  in      the  first  one  is  August  of  1973,  so  we  would  be 
here  in  August  of  1972,  approximately 


BRENEMAN: 
ANDERSON: 
BRENEMAN: 


We  have  waited  since  1956  for  a  road.  Why  is  it  put  back  again? 

Again,  now  you  are  referring  to  what  . 

To  Highway  No.  2,  the  piece  we  are  talking  about  right  now,  from 

West  Glacier  ,  ,. 


ANDERSON; 


The  main  thing  is  money   We  don't  have  enough  money  to  build  as 
much  highway  as  we  should,  we  know   We  are  trying  to  get  it  done 
as  fast  as  possible   We  also  have  to  schedule  these  projects 
according  to  the  money  available  and,  also,  federal  cut  backs 
are   moving  quite  a  few  of  these  projects  further  ahead. 


BRENEMAN; 


We  had  the  money  once  and  the  money  was  taken  away  from  us  and 
put  down  below  Ronan  and  now  you're  setting  us  back  again,  see. 
That  seems  hke  quite  a  long  time 


PETERS; 


My  name  is  Peters  and  my   interest   is  from  Marti n  City  to  Coram 
here       You  had  a  statement  that  you  don't  know  anything  about 
cost  projects,  right? 


KEITHLEY; 
PETERS: 


Excuse  me? 

You  said  a  statement  that  you  don't  know  anything  about  cost 
projects  on  this  route. 


KEITHLEY: 


Cost  projects? 
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PETERS: 
KEITHLEY: 

PETERS: 

KEITHLEY: 
PETERS: 


KEITHLEY: 

PETERS: 
KEITHLEY: 

PETERS: 

KEITHLEY: 

PETERS: 


KEITHLEY: 


Cost  projection 

No,  on  this  particula"^  alternate  we  do;  we  ha\/e  run  a  complete 
alternate  cost  out  on  both   lines 

Okay:     The  best  I   can  figure  there,  you  are  talking  a   little 

over  $100,000  to  go  across  the  ry^jed  or  next  to  the  river,  right? 

Savings? 

Righto 

Now  I  took  a  couple  of  float  trips  down  that  river  and  I'm  going 
to  tell  you,  u"s  fantastic"  And  1  say,  who  the  hell  wants  to  go 
the  rivet"  and  see  a  bunch  of  semis  and  trucks  and  cars  coming 
down  the  shore,  and  things  up  on  a  cliff <  We're  talking  about 
saving  the  people  money;  why  don't  we  talk  about  saving  the  people 
some  of  the  last  of  good  Natui^e's  land  and  I  can't  see  any  reason 
why  that  highway's  got  to  cut  off  he-'e   You're  talking  about 
that  this  is  up  on  a  bench  and  it  is  going  to  save  construction 
costs   What's  wi'ong  with  this  highway  right  here  now,  which  is 
damn  near  as  level  as  what  you  can  get  out  of  here,  outside  of 
the  fact  we  all  have  a  little  greed  in  this  project?  I  got  a 
business  here   That  will  kick  us  out  of  business   I  don't  know 
about  the  landowners  here,  where  they  expect  that  road  to  go  or 
where  they  want  u  to  go^,  but  it  seems  that  if  there  is  a  highway 
presently  here,  that  costs  would  be  considerably  lower  to  widen 
that  section  out,  wouldn't  U? 

Okay,  so  you  propose  to  buHd  a  new  highway  over  the  existing 
highway;  just  widen  the  highway*  out-" 

Certain  !y   Ce'tamly,  right; 

Okay   Of  course,  one  reason  why  we  dre   not  doing  that  is  this 
curve  right  he^-e;  th's  doesn  t  meet  the  design  requirements  for 
this  standard  of  highway 

You  already  d'd  away  with  that  here 

Right,  but  I  assume 

Now  you  want  to  go  into  vrgin   land  here  and  tear  up  this  forest 
here;   run  across  the  river  here;  on   the  shore  here       And  you 
mentioned  to  another  fellow  that  there  wouldn  t  be  any  fill   fal- 
ling m  on  the  rx^er       This  here  would  all  be  fill   falling  into 
the  river  here,  wouldn't  U? 

No  Now  you've  got  about  three  outstanding  questions  so  I  will 
back  off  and  work  on  them  in  the  order  that  you  presented  them. 
Unless  I  misunderstood  you,  I  would  assume  that  you  felt  that 
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this  alignment  should  be  followed  in  here;  just  widening  it  out? 


PETERS: 
KEITHLEY: 


PETERS: 


KEITHLEY: 

PETERS: 
KEITHLEY; 

PETERS: 


KEITHLEY: 


No,  no   This  one  wUh  the  orange  line   What's  wrong  with  that 
route? 

That's  new.  This  is  new  alignment   Of  course,  this  is  involved 
in  a  cost  study  that  we've  just  been  through  so  that  is  why  this 
River  Route  is  preferred,  at  least  f^-om  what  I  have  been  able  to 
ascertain  from  our  people  m  Helena  that  have  been  working  on 
this,  as  to  why  this  is  preferred  through  this  staked  route  or 
this  orange  1  me 

We  should  all  get  honest  with  ourselves  and  the  only  reason  is 
the  tourist  trade;  we  want  the  tourists  to  see  a  little  bit  of 
the  river  frontage  is  the  only  reason  the  highway  would  suggest 
something  like  that   But,  to  get  back  on  this  route  here  and  to 
get  back  to  whei'e  we'-'e  iavmg  a  part  of  Nature   Why  do  we  have 
to  border  the  river  for  a  lousy  100,000  bucks?  They  don't  worry 
about  $12,000,000  bui'ding  some  crazy  building  down  in  Helena 
and  here  they  are  worrying  about  a  100,000  bucks;  the  difference 
between  here  and  here   Construction-wise,  highway-wise,  this 
would  be  a  better  route  and  it  stands  to  reason,  to  avoid  the 
amount  of  p'^ope-'ty  in  here,  they  sure  as  hell  wouldn't  want  a 
highway  going  through  there   There  s  no  cons-deration  being 
done  for  the  landowners  that  ai^e  in  here  presently   The  only 
consideration  I  can  see  the  highway  's  doing  is  -  let  s  give 
the  tourists  a  pictui^e  of-  the  river. 

Okay   Now  I  could  answer      I  could  answer  aH  of  those 
questions  for  you,-  However,  I  haven  t  been  able  to  get  into 
the  conversation  c     (LaughteO 

Well,  that's  the  po'nt,  because  a'l  these  answers  I  get  from  the 
Highway  Department  are  all  B  S  answers 

o  c   but  if  you  just  cai'e  to  make  a  statement  and  leave  it  at 
that,  fine,  of'   if  you  want  me  to  answer  the  questions  I  will 
attempt  to 

The  statement  is  why  can  t  the  Highway  Department  build  their 
highway  on  a  pi^esent  established  route?  Instead  of  forgetting 
this,  leave  it  grow  up  as  a  service  route  or  what,  they  tear 
up  the  natU'-e  land  in  here  that  ain't  never  seen  a  highway 
and  then  come  up  and  tell  the  people  that  it  s  going  to  save 
$100,000  difference  is  a  bunch  of  bologna' 

Okay   Of  course,  the  answer  there  is  that  it  is  possible  that 
we  could  do  this   This  hasn  t  been  firmed  up-  These  are   two 
proposals  there;  we  haven't  made  a  definite  discussion  on  it= 
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ANDERSON; 
EDWARDS: 

KEITHLEY: 
EDWARDS: 

KEITHLEY 

ANDERSON 
GREEN: 


KEITHLEY 
GREEN: 


Excuse  me,  mam.  Could  we  get  you  on  the  record  please? 

I'm  Elsie  Edwards  from  the  Flathead  Motel,  Now  that  was  the  old 
highway  at  one  time,  wasn't  1t? 

Not  to  my  knowledge   This  could  be  but  that  is  before  my  time. 

Yes,  it  was  yeai^s  and  years  ago.  Some  of  us  have  lived  along 
here  a  long  time-  I  see  no  reason  why  we  have  anybody  walk  up 
here  and  chew  everything  like  that 

But  to  conclude  this,  from  our  prior  comment  that  this  is  not 
resolved,  the  comments  that  he  made  are,  in  fact,  relevant  and 
will  be  taken  into  consideration. 

Right.  Thank  you,  Jim   Someone  else? 

I'm  Charlie  Green  from  up  at  Coram   I  might  tell  you  first  that 
I  don't  care  where  you  build  the  highway  as  long  as  you  stay  off 
of  my  place,  (Laughter)  There's  two  questions  I  would  like  to 
ask.  When  this  original  survey  was  put  in  there,  was  a  bypass 
put  in  from  Half  Moon  Lake  ove-^  to  the  Bel  ton  Tunnel  to  carry 
the  through  traffic  away  from  the  'Y'  at  West  Glacier;  the  under- 
pass? Is  there  any  plans  for  that  now?  You  know  where  I  mean, 
don't  you?  From  Half  Moon  Lake  over  to  Belton  Tunnel? 

In  through  this  area? 

YeSc  The  engineer  told  me  that  he  had  put  just  a  pilot  survey, 
or  run  a  line  through  there  to  pull  the  through  traffic  away  from 
that  dangerous  underpass  at  West  Glacier,  and  he  said  that  he 
didn't  think  that  would  be  buiU  at  the  same  time  as  the  highway 
but  before  long  it  would  be   Is  there  any  plan  to  put  anything 
like  that  in  after  this  highway  is  built? 


KEITHLEY: 
GREEN: 


Not  to  my  knowledge   In 
heard  of  such  a  proposal 


fact,  this  IS  the  first  time  I  have 
Has  anybody  else  heard  of  this? 


I'll  ask  you  one  more  question   Have  you  made  any  provision  to 
keep  these  loaded  logging  trucks  from  coming  down  wld  from 
Hungry  Horse  Dam  into  number  two?  Are  you  going  to  put  a  get- 
away up  on  the  hi  11  there  or  not? 


KEITHLEY; 
NELSON: 


Blackie,  have  you  hea-^d  anything 
lane? 


have  you  included  a  truck  escape 


There  is  an  escape  ramn  proposed  in  one  of  our  field  reviews.  Of 
course,  we're  not  in  our  design  in  that  section  of  the  roadway 
right  now,  but  this  will  be  taken  into  consideration,  as  far  as 
I  know 
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KEITHLEY; 

NELSON: 

GREEN: 

NELSON: 

ANDERSON: 

TEETERS: 


KEITHLEY: 

TEETERS: 

KEITHLEY: 

TEETERS: 
KEITHLEY; 
TEETERS: 
KEITHLEY: 

TEETERS: 

KEITHLEY: 


TEETERS: 
KEITHLEY: 

TEETERS: 


I  think  this  was  brought  up  at  a  plan-in-hand. 

This  was  brought  up  before. 

You  know,  there's  been  five,  four  loaded  trucks  coming  down  there 
running  wild  -  and  it  is  just  a  wonder  a  bunch  of  people  weren't 
killed   I  think  you  should  take  that  into  consideration, 

I  am  sure  it  will  be  taken  into  consideration. 

Thank  you,  sire 

My  name  is  Charles  Teeters  at  the  Glacier  Hotel  at  Martin  City 
and,  Mr.  Keith  ley,  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  couple  of  things 
over  here  on  this  River  Route   Am  I  to  understand  it  takes  off 
way  back  here? 

Yes,  It  takes  off  just  immediately  this  side  of  the  Club  Rocco. 

And  it  w^ll  come  across  where  the  old  Tonner  Mill  ,  »  , 

Pretty  close.  You  can  see  right  on  this  curve  it,  I  think, 
crosses  back  over  the  existing  highway. 

Here's  the  old  Tonner  Mill  right  here. 

Right   There's  the  old  mill  right  in  there. 

Now,  will  that  be  a  fill  m  there? 

Here  again,  to  answer  that  particular  question  I  would  have  to 
look  at  the  plans  and  would  be  glad   „  , 

It's  an  awful  drop  from  there  to  the  point  up  here  to  Abbot 
Creek  now. 

Well,  they  have  worked  on  the  design  on  this  since  the  last  time 
that  I  have  looked  at  it  and  I  would  have  to  look  at  the  most 
recent  plans  to  be  able  to  tell  you  just  exactly  what  we  do  right 
now. 

And  the  mouth  of  Abbot  Creek;  that's  a  big  fill. 

Of  course  at  the  mouth  of  Abbot  Creek  we  would  have  a  good- 
sized  fi  11 , 

Now,  you  were  mentioning  coming  over  the  top  of  the  Deer  Lick 
Hill,  the  ugliness  of  the  cut  that  would  be  made  there,  in  your 
first  presentation 
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KEITHLEY: 
TEETERS: 


KEITHLEY: 


ANDERSON: 

LUDING: 

ANDERSON: 
MRS.  TEETERS: 


Yes. 

You" re  going  to  have  two  bad,  ugly  cuts;  fills  that  will  show 
as  much  or  more  than  the  cut  will   Now  we  go  to  the  beauty  of 
it-  Now,  I  am  down  here  and  it  is  go  ng  to  hurt'my  business 
an  awful  lot  and  there's  two  other  motels  that  it's  going  to 
hurt   For  that  hundred  thousand  dollars  that  the  state  saves, 
it  is  going  to  cost  us  lots  of  money  and  that  is  my  point o 

Of  course,  this  is  one  thing  that  we  were  fully  aware  of,  that 
the  business  interests  in  that  direa   would  be  opposed  to  this 
and  I  am  su*"e  we  would  be  disappointed  if  we  hand't  had  those 
people  speak  up,  so  we  are  aware  of  this;  we  know  that  you  do 
have  a  deep  personal  interest  in  it   We  expect  to  receive  your 
comments  and  these  w'll  become  a  pact  of  the  record  and  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  the  final  determination,  And,  like  I  say, 
I  thmk  maybe  this  might  be  getting  a  httle  out  of  order  here 
inasmuch  as  I  thmk  some  people  feei  this  determmation  has,  in 
fact,  been  made  but  1  can  assure  you  that  it  hasn't   We  haven't 
selected  the  River  Route   This  is  iti H  open  for  further  con- 
sideration before  a  decision  is  made  ^o  we  ai^e   not  in  a  situation 
tonight  where  we  come  up  and  discuss  two  lines,  and  there's 
already  been  a  decision  made.  That  isn  t  the  case  at  aU;  a 
decision  hasn't  been  made 

I  would  like  to  mention  that  is  the  reason  for  the  public  hearings 
Yes,  sir. 


Ross  Luding,  home  owner  and  taxpayer  from  Marti n  City, 
the  River  Route'  (Applause) 

Thank  you,  s^r , 


I  oppose 


I  think  that  most  of  the  engineers  have  completely  forgotten  one 
thing  and  that  is      well,  we  an  Know  what  the  canyon  is  like 
in  the  winter   We're  aP  thinking  about  the  scenic  route  for  the 
tourist;  we'-^e  not  thinking  about  the  safety  of  the  thing.  We 
know  how  the  road  is  above  West  Glacier  in  the  wintertime ~  Now 
that  will  draw  nothing  but  frost  and  ice  all  winter,  just  the  same 
as  it  does  down  m  the  canyon  and  o\>er   there  past  West  Glacier. 
Now,  I've  studied  engineering  my=>e!f  and  I  know  something  about 
these  fills  and  cuts  and  I  thmk  that  you  are  really  .  .,  .  well, 
I  can't  e^/en  explam  it,  how  silly  it  is   And  another  thing, 
there's  a  good  many  of  us  that  have  been  waiting  for  this  decision 
on  this  highway  for  -  let's  see,  how  many  years  is  it?  Eight 
years  -  would  that  De  it  -  that  a  gentleman  came  to  the  door  and 
wanted  permission  to  run  a  Hne  across  our  property?  We  were 
happy  to  do  it  but  we  didn  t  know  it  was  going  to  drag  out  eight 
years  and  cause  us  the  sale  of  our  property.  It's  immoral! 
(Applause) 
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KEITHLEY:  Well,  of  course   none  of  us   like  to  see  th's  drawn  out  any  longer 

than  possible.     As  fai^  as  our  office   is  concerned  up  here,  we 
would   like  to  get  "t  under  way       There  has  been  considerable 
delays  in  this  recently  due  to  the  complex'ty  of  the  design.     Now 
one  thing  I  might  point  out  is,  as  tar  as  the  delays  that  we  have 
encountered,  this  drea  th-'ough  Hungry-He se-Coram  is  a  pretty 
complex  design       It    is  considerably  more  difficult  than  a  lot  of 
our  rural   design;    it  takes    longer  to  design       Like  you  said,  we 
have  quite  a  few  altei^nates   in  here  that  we  have   looked  at  over 
a  period  of  years  to  try  to  tome  up  with  what  we  consider  to  be 
the  best  design       1  wouldn't  make  any  attempt  to  justify  any 
delay  but   I   think  the  feeling  of   the  entire  Highway  Department 
and  the  Highway  Commission   is  that  this  wi n   be  pursued  to  a 
conclusion  and   let  to  contract  as   soon  as  possible       I   think  our 
design  people  receive  considerable  pressure  to  get  this  thing 
out,  don't  they  Gordon? 


'EfTERS 


I  don't  think  the  design  peop^'e  ha^e  d'wen  this  highway  1n  the 
winter  along   the  'oad 


CUSORTOME 


KEITHLEY: 


CUSORTOME 


My  name  is  Max  Cusortome  and  1  am  representing  myself  but  I  am 
interested  because  of  the  Canyon  Community  Church,  of  which  I 
am  PastO'-   I  ha>/e  two  questions;  when  the  existing  signs  or 
businesses  a^re   moved  or  bypassed,  what  compensafon  is  made, 
and  what  are  the  regulations  for  replacing  the  signs  or  busi- 
nesses along  the  new  highway  ?n  'egai'ds  to  the  new  outdoor 
advertising  laws?  And  the  second  question,  about  which  we  have 
had  no  discui>'on,  what  accesses  wi  i  1  be  provided  for  turnoffs 
to  the  businesses,  residents  O"  other  locations  on  and  off  the 
highway?  What  are   the  P'^oposals  fo^  getting  onto  th'-s  fou''- 
lane  highway  fo''  the  people  who  'ive  in  these  communities? 


Wei  1  if  you  wou 'd, 
can  refer  to  your 
questions  One  of 
to  businesses  that 
I  think  to  answer 
receive  any  compen 
from.  If  we  don't 
receive  any  compen 
be  no;  people  that 
of  way  taking ,  wou 


r 1 !  have  you  stay  up  here  just  so  that  you 
list  and  remind  me  if  I  forget  some  of  those 

your  questions  was,  what  was  the  compensation 

were  bypassed?  Is  that  correct?  Okay,  now 
that  IS,  previously  the  only  people  who  will 
sation  are   people  who  we  acquire  right  of  way 

acquire  right  of  way  from  someone,  they  don't 
sation,  so  the  answer  to  your  question  would 

are  bypassed,  which  aren't  affected  in  right 

d  receive  no  compensation 


How  about  their  signs  now?  If  they   have  the  s^gns  on  the  present 
highway,  are   they  going  to  be  a' lowed  to  put  these  signs  up  and 
at  least  advertise  their  businesses  somewhere  else? 


KEITHLEY 


Well,  this  advertising  -  this  new  advertising  law  -  I  don't  know 
if  it  is  completely  defined       I   am  not  completely  familiar  with 
it.     However,   I  w 1 '   attempt  to  answer  that  question  if  some  of 
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our  right  of  way  people  are  more  familiar  with  this 


THOMAS: 


CUSORTOME; 

THOMAS:  . 
CUSORTOME; 


We  discussed  this  at  a  right  of  way  seminar  recently  and  it  hasn't 
been   ,    ,    ,   the  new  law  hasn't  been  defined,  I   know,  for  the  signs 
in  the  future,  and  how  the  Department  of  the  Highway  will  handle  it 
I  don't  know  yet.     The  new  signs  will   have  to  be  660  feet  back  from 
the  right  of  way.     This  is  nationwide  and  who  is  going  to  pay  for 
relocating  them-that  is  something  that  hasn't  been  decided  yet. 
Now,  wait  a  minute   .    ,   that  is,  except  on  your  own^     If  you  have  a 
business,  you  can  put  the  sign  on  your  propertyo     On  your  own  prop- 
erty you  can  put  it  anyplace  you  want  to„     This  is  the  way  I  under- 
stand it,  but  if  you  have  a  sign  on  a  ranch,  or  something  ten  miles 
down  the  road  advertising  your  motel,  those  are  the  signs  that  have 
to  be  relocated.     If  you  have  on-premise  signs,  as  I   understand  the 
new  program,  they  can  be  kept  there. 

But  no  decision  has  been  reached  yet  insofar  as  giving  people  right 
of  way  for  the  existing  signs  that  they  have  on  the  present  High- 
way No.   2;  on  the  new  locations? 


You  mean  on  highway  right  of  way? 
highway  right  of  way. 


The  signs  aren't  allowed  on 


No,  I  know  that,  but  I  mean,  insofar  as  the  locations  where  they  are 
now;  if  the  people's  businesses  are  bypassed  and  if  they  have  to 
then  depend  entirely  on  advertising  and  their  sign  has  to  be  660 
feet  away,  it's  going  to  have  to  be  the  size  of  a  semi -truck  or 
better. 


THOMAS: 


CUSORTOME 


KEITHLEY: 
CUSORTOME 

KEITHLEY: 


That's  right c  That's  the  way  I  understand  it,  but  like  I  say, 
this  program  hasn't  been  fully  defined,  I'm  not  sure  just  who  is 
going  to  handle  it  or  what  part  of  the  Highway,  but  a  decision 
will  be  made  and  will  be  advertised  in  the  newspapers,  I'm  sure. 

Could  you  perhaps  enlighten  me  then  on  the  second  part;  maybe  the 
designer?  I  am  interested  in  these  accesses  where  kids  get  onto 
the  highway  and  get  across  the  highway  and  where  we  who  drive  to 
work  or  to  and  from  businesses  -  how  will  we  get  onto  this  high- 
way? What  will  be  provided?  Will  there  be  stop  signs;  stop 
lights?  What  will  be  the  situation? 

You  mean  in  the  way  of  approaches? 

Right.  And,  how  will  the  people  get  off  the  highways,  say  if  they 
are  going  to  a  restaurant  here  in  Hungry  Horse  or  something? 

Now  as  I  understand  your  questions,  you  are   asking,  what  will  be 
the  connection  between  the  old  highway  and  the  new  highway  and 
what  will  the  approaches  be  from  abutting  property  onto  the  new  . 
highway?  Is  that  right? 
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CUSORTOME:    Well,  let's  narrow  it  down,  irregardless  of  where  the  new  high- 
way goes  -  to  the  right,  to  the  left,  east  or  west.  If  there 
is  a  ten  foot  emergency  strip  or  something  off  there,  how  will 
the  people  get  off  the  highway  to  a  business?  Will  there  be 
a  ,  .  .will  they  be  going  just  across  this  emergency  strip  or 
how  will  this  be?  Will  there  be  approaches  at  the  intersection, 
such  as  out  here,  to  turn  off  to  one  of  the  gas  stations  or 
something? 

KEITHLEY:     Of  course  now,  maybe  one  of  the  best  ways  I  can  answer  that 
question  is  to  refer  you  to  U. S,  Highway  No.  2  1n  Kali  spell. 
Now  it  doesn't  have  the  20-foot  median;  however,  the  rest  of 
it  will  be  the  same   You  will  have  10-foot  shoulders  on  it. 
You  can't  have  direct  approaches  onto  the  highway »  On  all  this 
10-foot  safety  strip,  if  we  could  refer  to  it  as  a  safety  shoulder 
however  all  It  is  is  a  10-foot  shoulder,  you  would  have  an  ap- 
proach coming  onto  the  roadway  so  you  get  onto  the  approach,  drive 
across  the  shoulder  onto  the  driving  lane  and  down  the  highway,. 
This  doesn't  present  .  o  .  the  shoulder  doesn't  present  any  prob- 
lem as  far  as  access = 


CUSORTOME: 
KEITHLEY: 


CUSORTOME 
KEITHLEY: 
ANDERSON: 
HOPPE: 


KEITHLEY; 


HOPPE; 


Where  will  the  approaches  then  be  located? 

Private  approaches  are  worked  out  with  the  landowners  when  we  ac- 
quire right  of  way.  We  can't  deny  anyone  access  to  the  highway. 
If  we  do,  we  have  to  pay  for  it,  so  our  policy  on  approaches  for 
this  roadway  will  be  the  same  as  what  we  are  doing  everywhere  else, 
There  won't  be  any  stricter  policy  on  approaches  to  private  prop- 
erty on  this  project  than  any  other  project. 

And  how  about  county  road  approaches? 

They  will  be  maintained. 

Thank  you,  sir-  Someone  else  have  a  comment?  Yes,  sir, 

I'm, Bill  Hoppe  from  Martin  City  and  I  have  probably  spent  more 
time  along  the  river  between  Coram  and  Hungry  Horse  than  anybody 
around  here  and  is  the  Highway  -   „  are  they  aware  that  the  whole 
riverbank  is  full  of  springs? 

Now  we  have  had  that  problem  brought  to  our  attention  and  we  had 
our  geologist  take  a  look  at  it  and  I  am  trying  to  remember, 
roughly  off  the  top  of  my  head,  what  they  came  up  with=  Blackie, 
do  you  recall?  But,  as  I  recall  it,  they  felt  that  there  wouldn't 
be  any  problem  there   Now  I  think  this  is  .    ■    -  we  can  move  over 
here  to  the  display-  This  is  the  area  in  here? 

I'm  talking  about  between  Hungry  Horse  and  Coram,  yes. 
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KEITHLEY: 

HOPPE: 

KEITHLEY: 

HOPPE: 

KEITHLEY 


HOPPE: 

KEITHLEY; 

HOPPE: 

KEITHLEY; 
HOPPE: 

KEITHLEY: 


HOPPE: 


Okay   Th's  is  down  m  this  area  west  of  Martin  City? 

Right. 

Now  we  had  »  ,  .  I  say  we  had  our  geologist  look  at  it.  They 
furnished  our  designers  a  report  which  I  didn't  get  a  copy  of,  but 
as  I  recall  it,  they  felt  that  there  wasn't  a  serious  problem  there, 

Well,  I  know  every  year  the  bank  has  caved  in  more  and  more  and 
what  is  that  going  to  do  to  the  highway  in  years  to  come;  on  this 
proposed  route? 

Well,  I  think  right  in  here  we're  not  right  up  against  the  bank 
and,  like  I  say,  I  don't  have  the  geologist  report  -  it  wasn't 
submitted  to  me   However,  1  think  the  consensus  of  the  report  was 
there  wouldn't  be  a  senous  problem„ 

Well,  another  thing  too,  is  what  are  you  going  to  do,  cut  the  trees 
down  along  the  right  of  way  if  you  have  this  proposed  route? 

Of  course,  we  would  have  to  dear  the  right  of  way  m  order  to 
build  the  roadway   It  would  be  impossible  to  do  it  without. 

Right,  but  what  about  the  trees?  What  about  the  trees  over  the 
riverbank? 

The  trees  over  the  nverbank? 

Yes.  How  are  the  people  gomg  to  see  over  them?  They  say  the 
scenic  route  for  the  "tourist  " 

Well,  here  again  I  thmk  maybe  one  of  the  best  things  to  do  would 
be  to  take  a  look  at  this  on  the  detailed  cross  sections   What 
we  have  tried  to  do  through  this  bench  ^s,  basically,  to  put  this 
into  what  we  call  a  daylight  section  and  by  that  I  mean  the  sec- 
tion IS  all  Cut   This  would  all,  basically,  be  a  small  cut  near 
the  top  of  the  riverbank  daylighted  and  this  iS  why  we  call  it 
daylight   It  isn't  a  through  cut;  't  doesn't  have  a  cut  slope  on 
both  sides   One  s'de  goes  all  the  way  out  to  the  river,  which 
would  expose  that   I  assume  that  it  might  be  necessary  if  we  had, 
in  specific  areas,  an  excessive  tree  screen  which  would  block  out 
the  river  -  n  might  be  oecessa^y   that  we  go  through  a  thinning 
project,  I  don't  think  this  would  be  total  elimination  of  trees. 

Another  thing   1  have  lived  up  here  all  my  25  years  and  I  have 
seen  these  roads  awful  slick  and  what  is  to  prevent  a  car  from 
going  over  into  the  r^\/er,   which  is  quite  a  drop?  I  would  say 
between  75  and  100  feet 


KEITHLEY: 
ANDERSON: 


Well,  of  course  we  have  this  problem  m  a  lot  of  instances 
use  guardrails  to  prevent  that. 

Thank  you,  sir. 


We 
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HART: 


KEITHLEY 


HART: 


KEITHLEY: 


ANDERSON; 
TONNER: 


ANDERSON; 
TONNER: 


My  name  1s  Joe  Hart      Again,  to  pursue  a   little  further  what 
Bill   Hoppe  brought  up.     A  lot  of  us  get  our  water  from  springs 
along   in  there.     What  would  the  Highway  propose  to  do  dbuuL 
that?     Would  they  put  us   in  a  new  well? 

Well,  anyplace  else  that  we  would  affect  the  people's  water,  we 
would  take  care  of  it  one  way  or  another;  either  buy  the  place 
out  or  drill   them  a  well  or  something.     Where  we  get  involved 
with  water,  we  take  care  of  it       I  don't  know  what  the  situations 
are  in  these  particular  springs,  whether  they  are  a  source  of 
culinary  water  for  anybody  or  not,  but  1f  they  are,  we  will   take 
care  of  it      And  here  again,  I  think  we  are  getting  a  little  bit 
.    .    .   at  least  putting  me  in  a  defensive  posotion,     I'm  not  really 
up  here  to  defend  this  r^yer  line.     We  are  up  here  to  obtain  your 
comments,  so  probably  the  best  thing  to  do  would  be  to  let  people 
that  have  a  comment  make  one  on  either  one  of  these  lines.     I 
think  we  have  kicked  the  pros  and  cons  around  pretty  hard  -  just 
what  everybody  wants,  to  make  a  comment;  get  up  and  make  a  state- 
ment on  it       I  don't  think  there  is  too  much   left  that  we  haven't 
discussed. 

Well,  I  have  one  other  question       You  said  at  the  beginning  of 
the  discussion  that  there  were  several   other  agencies  interested 
in  the  River  Route      I  would  like  to  know  who  they  are,  please? 

Well,  I  wouldn't  say  that  they  have  expressed  any  great  desire 
for  one,  not  to  put  them  on  the  spot       However,  we  have  reviewed 
this  with  both  the  Fish  and  Game  and  the  Forest  Service,     In 
conjunction  with  the  Forest  Service,  of  course  this  has  to  be 
considered  m   light  of  their  Wild  River  Act  Study.     I  don't 
think  they  have  expressed  any  opposition  to   it,     I  wouldn't  want 
to  get  them  involved  in  our  problem  by  saying  that  they  have 
proposed  it  or  supported  it,  either  one,  but  I  would  say  that 
it  has  been  discussed  with  them       I  don't  thmk  it  is  proper 
to  get  them  involved  in  that  particular  light. 

Right,  Jim. 

I  am  Mrs  Tonner  and  I  have  lived  in  this  part  of  the  country 

before  there  was  a  Hungry  Horse  or  Martin  City  and  I  think  my 

property  is  probably  the  property  that  you  are  talking  about. 

I  want  you  to  know  that  I  definitely  favor  the  River  Route. 

You  are  in  favo>^  of  the  River  Route? 


I  am,  and  I  think  I  own 
of  the  country  I  know 
and  I  think  1  have  been 
that  vicinity. 


one  of  the  largest  springs  In  that  part 
I  have  been  paying  taxes  on  that  ground 
the  largest  taxpayer  of  anybody  in 
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ANDERSON: 
TONNER: 


Mery  good. 


ANDERSON: 
NICHOLAS: 


KEITHLEY 


NICHOLAS 
ANDERSON 


BRENEMAN 


ANDERSON 


And  I  definitely  approve  of  U       It  Isn't  worth  anything  to 
anybody.     It's  better  off  to  be  used  and  let  the  tourists  enjoy 
the  scenery,     yery  good,  and  1  want  you  to  know  that  1  approve 
of  it. 

Thank  you,  mam.     Any  further  comments? 

My  name  1s  John  Nicholas.     One  more  question  on  this  river  road. 
I'm  in  a  unique  position  maybe  of  being  on  the  verge  of  constructing 
a  fairly  nice  home  right  at  the  bend,  just  above  the  Club  Rocco 
over  there       I  believe  it  hits  right  in  the  middle  of  this  yellow 
line,    .  (Laughter)  „    „   right  about  in  here  on  the  nverbank  in  here 
and,  seeing  how  this   isn't  decided,   if  I  go  ahead  and  proceed  to 
do  this   .    „    .   of  course,  if  I  could  afford  it  I  would  put  one  big 
enough  that  would  equalize  the  cost  between  the  two  routes  there 
and  make  it  simpler  for  you.     What  degree  of  compensation   .    „    . 
Do  they  take  care  of  everything  you  put  into  a  place  like  this? 
I'm  planned  for  a  few  months  and  I  don't  need  more  than  that, 
maybe . 

Okay.     Since  we  haven't  completed  this  design  and  filed  right  of 
way  plans  with  the  county  clerk  and  recorder,  we  can't  preclude 
you  from  building,  so  if  you  were  to  go  ahead  and  build  at  this 
time  and  we  took  your  property,  we  would  handle  that  like  any 
other  right  of  way  take.     We  would  appraise  the  property,  determine 
what  the  proper  compensation  was  and  make  you  an  offer,  just  as  a 
normal   right  of  way  procedure. 

Thank  you 

Rather  than  have  everyone  come  up  individually  and  give  their 
statement  on  the  alternate  River  Route,  or  the  staked  route,  how 
about  a  show  of  hands  of  those  in  favor  of  the  staked  route"?  We 
don't  usually  like  to  take  votes  on  a  particular  highway  section 
because  the  highway  user  is  not  represented,  but  this  is  a  local 
question  right  here.  Just  a  moment.  Yes,  sir.  Would  you  come 
up  to  the  microphone,  please? 

The  original  route  was  already  put  in.  Evidently  it  wasn't  too 
bad.  They  told  us  that  it  was  put  in  to  cause  the  least  damage 
to  all  of  the  people  along  the  road  and  they  followed  the  road 
as  much  as  possible.  Why  don't  we  just  put  it  right  in  there 
and  stop  all  this  other  argument? 

At  a  public  hearing  like  this,  it  being  a  location  and  design, 
we  don't  like  to  come  with  just  one  line  and  say  that  that  is 
going  to  be  1t„  We  do  like  to  have  a  choice  and  these  lines 
have  been  studied  and  the  most  feasible  ones  are  shown  on  the 
displays.  There  is  quite  a  bit  of  concern- among  the  people. 
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WHEELER: 


ANDERSON; 


NELSON: 


from  the  way  the  hearing  is  going,  and  we  would  probably  be  here 
all  night  if  we  asked  everybody  to  come  up  and  make  a  statement, 
so  rather  than  do  that  and  waste  all  of  that  time  -  just  as  a 
matter  of  a  showing  of  hands  -  all  of  those  in  favor  of  the  orange 
original  staked  line  please  raise  their  hands?  Well,  that  was 
approximately  forty  or  fifty.  All  of  those  in  favor  of  the  River 
Route?  That  is  approximately  five  to  one  in  favor  of  the  staked 
route.  This  is  just  a  matter  of  record  at  this  particular  time; 
it  does  not  mean  that  we  will  go  that  way,  but  as  a  matter  of  the 
general  opinion  of  the  people  at  the  public  hearing  themselves. 
Any  further  comments?  Any  discussion  on  the  other  alternates 
along  the  Lodge  Pole  area?  Yes,  sir. 


I  am  William  Wheeler,  Cou 
county;  I'm  representing 
up  the  dam  was  located  by 
and  so  I  think  that  most 
came  after  the  dam;  came 
the  only  question  that  I 
have  for  the  junction  of 
Will  there  be  overpasses 


nty  Surveyor,  I  am  not  representing  a 
myself,  I  came  here  in  1945.  The  road 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  at  that  time 
of  you  people  that  are  here  probably 
because  of  the  dam  construction.  Now 
have  right  now  is,  what  design  do  you 
the  road  from  the  dam  to  the  No,  2? 
or  something  for  grade  separation? 


This  is  still  being  studied  by  traffic 
a  design  completed  on  that  as  yet,  do  we 
to  comment  on  that,  please? 


I  don't  believe  we  have 
Blackie?  Would  you  like 


We  don't  have  a  final  design  on  that  yet.-     This  first  part  of 
this  project  is  still   in  the  preliminary  stage  so  we  haven't 
gotten  into  it,  and  as  far  as  I  know  now,  the  present  design 
calls  for  an  atgrade  approach.     However,  this  is  ^ery  tentative; 
it  is  not  decided  on. 


WHEELER: 


You  want  to  recognize  that  you  have  a  lot  of  tourists  going  up 
there  and  unless  you  have  some  type  of  grade  separation  or  light 
system,  you  are  going  to  have  a  good  set-up  for  a  bunch  of  serious 
accidents   And  the  other  one  would  be  grade  separation  where  you 
go  i-nto  Martin  City  -  whichever  one  you  use  -  because  that  would 
be  a  natural.  You  would  have  an  overpass  in  the  fill  construction 
in  there. 


NELSON: 
WHEELER: 


NELSON: 


I  don't  knoW:  Where  is  this  one  now?  Excuse  me- 

This  is  at  Hungry  Horse  Dam,  Now,  when  you  come  down  to  here, 
the  old  road  comes  over  here  so  you  could  make  a  sepav^ation  in 
here  -  this  portion  -  or  an  underpass  when  you  come  back  this 
way. 

I  see.  There  again,  our  present  plan  does  call  for  an  atgrade 
approach.  However,  like  I  said  before,  this  is  tentative  and 
this  could  be  changed.  We  don't  have  a  final  deslgnc  This  will 
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be  up  to  our  traffic  department  to  decide  this 

WHEELER:      I  think  you  may  need  a  traffic  count  aoout  ihac  Lime. 

NELSON:       I  am  sure  we  wi 11 - 

ANDERSON:     Thank  you,  sir.  Any  further  comments?  I  would  like  to  mention 
that  all  of  the  information  we  have  here  this  evening  is  avail- 
able in  either  Kalispell  or  Missoula   I  am  sure  with  a  phone 
call  to  either  office,  they  would  make  an  appointment  to  talk 
to  you  at  any  time-  Also,  we  will  accept  any  written  testimony 
in  the  Helena  Office  for  the  next  ten  (10)  days  to  two  weeks 
after  this  hearing,  and  that  will  be  made  a  part  of  the  trans- 
cript as  well   I  am  sure  that  the  engineers  will  be  around  for 
a  few  minutes  after  the  hearing  is  over  to  talk  over  any  personal 
problems  with  you,  if  anyone  desires.  Anything  further,  Mr, 
Keith  ley? 

KEITHLEY:     One  thmg  that  I  failed  to  mention  that  I  should  do,  is  on  these 
20-foot  medians   Now,  one  reason  we  provided  a  20-foot  median  was 
to  provide  left-turn  bays   This  is  one  reason  we  call  for  a  20- 
foot  median  and  this  gives  us  room  to  p^-ovide  left-turn  bays  so 
the  left-turner  can  get  out  of  the  th-'Ough  lane  of  traffic  into 
the  left-turn  bay  to  make  a  safe  left  turn   Now  this  20-foot 
median  w  H  also  give  us  additional  room  to  where  we  can  design 
intersections;  come  up  with  an  appropncite  intersection  design 
at  Hungry  Horse  Dam  approach  road,  Mai- tin  City  and  so  forth  This 
is  the  reason  why  we  have  gone  to  that  wide  median-  I  think  this 
is  something  that  is  fairiy  cnticdi,  wh;ch  we  haven't  bfought 
out  to  this  point   Another  item  I  should  bfng   up   I  had  a  call 
today  from  our  environmental  section  and  they  wanted  to  have  it 
brought  out  at  the  hearing,  Another  th^ng  we  are  taking  a  look 
at  is  a  possibility  of  obtaining  scemc  easements  along  the  right 
of  way.  Now  here  again,  this  isn  t  something  that  wi^l  be  done; 
we  would  just  like  to  advise  you  that  this  is  a  possibility; 
this  is  something  that  we  are   looking  at.  When  1  say  it  is  scenic 
easement,  what  1  mean  by  that  is  that  we  would  try  to  acquire  a 
strip  adjacent  to  the  right  of  way  which  would  be  excluded  from 
development   Now  I  don't  know  if  th^s  would  be  total  development. 
I  think  1  might  have  Kevn  Thomas  get  up  he'^e  and  maybe  go  mto 
scenic  easements  a  little  bit  but  what  we  do  is  acquire  an  ease- 
ment. I  don't  believe  we  physically  acquire  the  land  but  we 
acquire  an  easement  which  restricts  development  to  p'-ovide  a 
buffer  zone  along  the  highway-  1  think  our  people  and  the  fed- 
eral government  both  feel  that  this  road,  be^ng  an  approach  to 
the  park,  being  one  of  the  more  scen'c  areas  of  the  state,  that 
it  would  be  appropriate,  if  po:>sib<e,  to  atquue  thei,e  easements  - 
strips  -  to  preclude  undesirable  development  abutting  the  roadway, 
which  would  be  visible  from  the  roadway   So  1  say,  this  isn't 
definite  but  we  would  Mke  to  advise  that -this  is  one  possibility 
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that  we  are  looking  at. 

ANDERSON:     Can  we  get  this  on  the  record,  please?  That  is  what  we  are  here 
for, 

SOUHRADA:     My  question  was  whether  or  not  .  .  ,  I  assume  that  you  and  the 

County  Commissioners  have  made  the  decision,  probably  at  the  last 
meeting,  as  to  the  amount  of  right  of  way  and  what  the  nature  of 
the  disposition  of  the  parks  and  the  part  that  it  would  have  to 
play  in  the  school  district  site  or  ,  o  . 

ANDERSON:     As  far  as  the  school  ground  improvements  you  are  referring  to, 
yes.  Jim  explained  this  at  the  \/ery   beginning,  that  this  has 
been  cleared, 

SOUHRADA:     That  has  all  been  taken  care  of?  Fine,  thank  you, 

ANDERSON:     Right. 

BOYD:        I  am  Neil  Boyd  of  Hungry  Horse.  I  wondered  if  any  measures  had 
been  made  in  the  plans  for  safe  pedestrain  crossings  in  the  town 
of  Hungry  Horse  and  Coram  where  you  have  the  four- lane  highway? 

ANDERSON:     Jim? 

KEITHLEY:     Of  course,  this  is  one  thing  that  we  are  quite  aware  of.  This 
has  been  brought  up  quite  a  few  times   We  did  provide  what  we 
refer  to  as  the  "bouncing  ball  flashers"  for  those  school  crossings. 
I  am  sure  If  we  don't  provide  a  safe  pedestrain  crossing  in  there 
for  children  that  everybody  in  the  town  of  Hungry  Horse  would  be 
on  our  backs  and  we  have  looked  at  this  specifically  on  prior  plan 
reviews.  I  can  assure  you  that  we  are  doing  everything  possible  to 
provide  school  crossings. 


SOUHRADA; 


ANDERSON 


KEITHLEY 


Bob  Souhrada  of  School  District  No,  6,  again,  The  "bouncing  ball' 
in  my  opinion,  is  not  a  safe  school  crossing  and  I  think  it  would 
behoove  any  community,  large  or  small,  to  make  sure  that  you  have 
something  better  than  a  "bouncing  ball"  crossing c 

Thank  you  for  your  comment,  sir.  I  am  sure  that  the  traffic 
section  is  well  aware  of  this  and  they  are  making  the  studies^ 
There  will  be  something  provided. 

Here  again,  this  is  true.  What  we  are  trying  to  do  there  is  take 
care  of  an  existing  condition.  However,  on  the  new  design  the 
real  problem  in  there  Is  sight  distance  and  we  are  trying  to  get 
as  much  sight  distance  in  those  areas  as  we  can-  Sight  distance 
beats  the  bouncing  ball,  so  I  will  go  along  with  that  and  this  is 
what  were  are  trying  to  do;  to  get  some  sight  distance  in  there. 
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ANDERSON:     Any  further  comments?  I  know  everyone  is  in  favor  of  getting 
this  project  under  way  as  soon  as  possible,  (Applause).  I 


would  like  to  mention  that  we  do  have  the  register  over  at  the 

dooro  If  anyone  did  not  sign  it,  would  you  please  do  so  on  the 

way  out?  Also,  I  would  remind  you  again,  anyone  wishing  a  copy         r 

of  the  transcript,  would  you  come  up  and  sign  this  pamphlet?  I 

Any  further  comments?  Anyone  from  the  Highway?  Everybody  is 

restless  so  we  thank  you  for  your  participation  this  evening. 

Good  night.  \ 


I 
I 
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EXHIBIT 


KORtisT  '-l^:RVlCE 


Hungry  Horse  Ranker  Station 
Hungry  H'   e,  Montana  59919 


7750 

December  17,  1971 


District  Right  of  Way  Supervisor 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Box  12211 
Missoula,  Montana  59801 

ATTN:  K.  E.  Hosier 

Gentlemen: 


After  revievfing  the  construction  limit  stakes  through  the  Hungry 
Horse  Campground  with  you  yesterday,  i  find  only  one  camp  unit 
iifl7)   that  will  be  adversely  affected  by  the  reconstruction  of 
U.  S.  Highv/ay  {f2. 

The  impact  upon  the  campground  will  be  minimal  v/ith  the  following 
qualif icat  ions : 

* 

1.  As  long  as  the  clocrring  limits  stay  approximately  as 
they  are  presently  located. 

2.  A  dozen  or  so  6  to  8  foot  Douglas-fir  or  lodgepole  pine 
should  be  planted  in  the  opening  betv;een  campground  unit 
17  and  the  highway  clearing  line.   This  will  reduce  the 
impact  upon  the  usable  part  of  the  camp  to  a  minimum,   -  ' 

3.  During  construction,  care  must  be  taken  to  assure  that 
clearing  and  equipment  use  does  not  extend  beyond  these 
construction  limits. 

Under  separate  cover  I  am  sending  a  copy  of  the  campground  plan 
as  Hr,  Hosier  requested. 

I  appreciate  Mr.  Hosier's  making  the  trip  up  here  to  go  over  this 
on  the  ground  with  me.   I  am  looking  forward  to  working  v;ith  the 
construction  engineer  when  the  project  starts. 


ely, 


)HN  R.  HOOK 
'^District  Ranger 
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I  Gen. 


:)eceinber  2,  1971 


F  257(16) 

Hungry  Morse  Canpground 


Ue  have  lathed  the  cons tr\.\ct ion  limits  f i-lria^^^Si- -to— yi^i-']^t^your  request  of  November  24, 
1971.  We  could  not  lath  the  Iv/W  limits  ns  Helena  advisee  that  R/W  limits  haven't  been  eel 
as  yet. 

It  v;ould  appear  that  we  could  clear  construction  limits  only  throu.'jh  the  campground  to 
minimir,c  impact  on  the  tree  screen.  The  above  could  be  reviewed  v/ith  the  Forest  Service 
at  this  time  and  a  determination  made  on  the  basis  of  clearing  construction  limits  only. 

Please  advise  if  additional  information  is  needed. 


Jj:<:moc 

cc:     Ben  llillor 

Bob  Champion     ^^ 
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EXHIBITB    7 


I.    H.   COMM.-FORM   4-A 

"YTER-DEPARTMENTAL  MEMORANDUM 

STATE  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION  OF  MONTANA 

TnJA^IES  KEVIN  THOMAS.  DISTRICT  RIGHT  OF  WAY  SUPERVISOR  -  Date  November  II,  1971 

MISSOULA 

prnm  Edward  E.   Mosier^   Right   of  Way  A^ent  ,  Subject:    ^   257    (16) 

Hungry  Horse  -  Coram 
Ref:   62-MLN 
Re:   Sec.  4-F 

The  above  agent  contacted  Mr,  Walter  Kasberg,  Construction  Engineer, 
U.S.  Forest  Service,  Supervisor's  Office,  Flathead  National  Forest, 
Kalispell,  Montana  on  November  10,  1971, 

Mr.  Kasberg  said  he  was  substituting  for  the  Lands  and  Recreational 
people,  who  are  on  vacation  at  this  time. 

The  approach  right  of  Station  136+25  will  not  have  an  adverse  effect 
upon  the  Campground  in  question.   Mr.  Kasberg,  however,  stated  the 
Forest  Service  was  vitally  concerned  about  the  "Green  Belt"  on  the  right 
from  Station  136+75.  to  Station  144+00+.   They  desire  to  maintain  the 
present  growth  of  Lodgepole  Pine  as  close  as  possible  to  the  curb  line  • 
•  as  proposed  on  the  present  preliminary  construction  plans  for  the  follow- 
ing reasons: 

1,  The  present  camp  sites  are  within  about  130  feet  right  of  the 
present  travelled  way  edge  of  the  asphalt  mat. 

2,  The  present  growth  of  Lodgepole  Pine  in  the  area  in  question  is 
of  about  a  100  year  age  class  and  is  providing  a  good  barrier 
to  the  camp  sites  against  sight,  light,  and  sound. 

They  also  would  appreciate  any  effort  to  maintain  the  present  growth 
of  Lodgepole  from  Station  144+00+  right  to  the  end  of  the  camp  site 
area.  Station  148+60+  right.   Mr,  Kasberg  stated  in  lieu  of  clearing 
all  of  the  area  involved  in  the  fill  areas  that  the  trees  can  take  a 
fill  of  3  feet  from  the  present  ground  line  without  any  bad  effects. 
They  would  also  appreciate  any  effort  on  the  Highway's  part  to  warp  the 
cut  slopes  to  save  as  many  trees  as  possible. 
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INTER-DEPARTMENTAL    MEMORANDUM 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HIGHWAYS 


To_ 


PRECONSTRUCTION   SECTION 


From, 


RIGHT  OF  WAY  SECTION 


F  257  (16)  PE 
Hungry  Horse-Coram 
Subject:  Ref :   62  -  MLN 

Date    March  22,  1972 


Attached  for  use  in  our  Final  Environmental/Section  ^(f)  Statement,  is  a  copy 
of  a  letter  from  the  Flathead  County  Commissioners  stating  their  concurrence 
with  our  proposal  to  develope  playground  facilities  in  compensation  for 
portions  of  Hungry  Horse  Park  to  be  acquired  for  highway  construction. 


REC:JH:sb 
Attachment 
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l'^ 


ay 


FLATHEAD  COUNTY 

OF  COMMISSBONEE^S 


p.  O.  Box  1000 
KALISPELL,  MONTANA  59901 


)OE  A.  DE  LONG 
CLIFFORD  E.  HAINES 
MELFORD  R.  WOLLAN 


March  21,  1973 


State  of  Montana 
Department  of  Highways 
Helena,  Montana 

Gentlemen: 


Re:   F257  (16)  PE 

Hungry  Horse-Coram 
62  -  MLN 


We  concur  with  your  proposal  as  stated  in  your  letter  of  March  16, 
1973  to  the  effect  that  in  compensation  for  the  stretch  of  Hungry 
Horse  Park  you  will  develop  the  playground  facilities  at  the     ' 
Hungry  Horse  School  by  providing  the  necessary  grading  and  sur- 
facing for  the  construction  of  a  double  basketball  court,  100'. 
X  100',  and  a  double  tennis  court,  100'  x  120'. 


We  hope  this  will  be  sufficient, 
feel  free  to  contact  us. 


If  you  have  any  questions,  please 


Sincerely  yours, 

BOARD  OF  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS 


By_ 


/      . 


^ 


I    '-. 


Joe  A.    DeLong,    Chairman 
JAD:lf 
cc:      Mrs.    Irene  Shafer,    Hungry  Horse,    Montana 
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Karch  16,  1973 


F  257  (J6)  pa 

Hungry  Horoc^Cor^ 
ftof  •    C2  •  KUl 


FSothood  County  Board  of  CossnUo timers 
P.  0.  Bo     lOCO 
ivOilspQH,  Montana      59901 

Dc^r  Sirs: 

Tho  Ictiol  offico  oi"  tho  Fcdorol  HJ^hioy  A^ruSnlotrctlon  hoo  notified  uo 
thot   In  the  text  of  our  Final   EnvIronn:3ntol/ScctIcn  h{f)   StotCT^nt,  »3 
should  provide  ovlc^onco  o7  on  cgrccr.ont  with  th3  county  ccTtcornIng 
ccr.-.poncotloa  ('or  tha  portion  of  Hungry  Horco  Pork  to  bo  scqulrad  for 
hJr;Uv:3y  construction.     U'o  thcroforo  rcquoGt  your  v;rlttc!i  concurrence  of 
thQ  foHc^Inn  propcDQl:     In  cccponotitlcn  for  tho  strip  of  Hungry  Korco 
Pa;'k  to  bo  ccqulrcd.   It  Is  our  pro^or.ol   to  dovolops  tho  ployQround 
focllltloo  ot  the  t-Jungry  Horso  ochool  oa  dlccuceod  In  previous 
corrospondcnco.     Our  dcveloj:.'::3nt  will   conolct  of  providing  tho  nocossary 
grcdinQ  end  ourfucing  for  tho  conotructlon  of  o  doublo  boskotboll   court 
000'   X  500»)   and  q  double  tonnls  court   (JGC   x  120'). 

Thasc   ltcr;vo  waro  recently  dJccusood  with  Hungry  Horcc  Principal,  Mr. 
CUvf  Nolcon,  and  Olotrlct  ^G  Suporlntondont*  Mr,   Roiiort  Souhrodu,  end 
It  appears  to  bo  tholr  fcollng  that  those  oro  tlio  two  Icprovosnants  th^t. 
w£  should  concert tro to  on. 

Vour  cooporatton  In  this  (catter  will  bo  fippreclatod. 

SIncoroly  yourd, 

H.   J.  AMDERSON 
DIRECTOR  OF  HIGHVJAYS 


By 


REC:JH:sb 


RcIjQr't  k:."C"hCT.pi[on,  ^X" 
SufwrvlGor  -  R/W  Coctlon 
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EXHIBIT    13 


^tnm. — Form  4  A 


INTER-DEPARTMENTAL  MEMORANDUM 

IvCONTANA  STATE  EIGHWAY  COMMISSION 


Kalispell 
rpo  James  J,  Keithley,  PE,  Supv-Div  Const  Section 

Prom  Howard  Stockwell.  Div  Ofc  Eng 


Date 


March  1,  1973 


Subject:   F  257  (16) 

Hungry  Horse-Coram 


Following  is  the  substance  of  a  meeting  held  at  2:30  P.M.  VJednesday,  February  28,  1973 
in  Columbia  Falls  with  myself,  Hungry  Horse  Principal  Mr.  Cliff  Nelson  and  District  #6 
Superintendent  Mr.  Robert  Souhrada  relative  to  proposed  construction  of  recreation 
facilities  at  Hungry  Horse  Elementary  School  in  lieu  of  payment  for  park  land  taking  for 
subject  project.   The  school  is  .4  miles  right  of  approximate  station  155. 

As  stated  in  Mr.  Larsons  memorandum  of  January  25,  1973  they  were  interested  in , a  baseball 
field  and  combination  tennis  court,  basketball  court,  however,  it  is  apparent  that  the 
$6,000.00  would  not  be  sufficient  to  build  all  3  facilities,  therefore,  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  above  school  officials  that  rather  than  risk  the  possibility  of  having  some  of  the 
facilities  unfinished  that  they  eliminate  the  baseball  field  and  concentrate  on  a  double 
basketball  court  (100'  x  100')  and  a  double  tennis  court  (100'  x  120'). 

It  would  appear  that  this  could  be  accomplished  for  approximately  $6,000.00,  based  on 
the  following  estimate. 


Double  Tennis  Court  (100'  x  120') 
I'V  Base  Course  Q   $2.00/ton  (2750#)   =   260  tons  4"  depth 
3/4"  Top  Surf  Gr  2A  (?  $2.10/ton  (2700#)  -  260  tons  4"  depth 
Plant  Mix  Type  3  (?  $5.00/ton  (128y//.l/Sq  Yd)  =  175  tons  .2'  depth 
12'  Chain  Link  Fence  11  Ga.  DT  1  Tennis:   200  Lin  Ft  (a  $8.00  =» 

Double  Basketball  Court  (100'  x  100') 
1%"  Base  Course  (9  $2.00/ton  (2750#)  =  220  tons  4"  depth 
3/4"  Top  Surf  Gr  2A  @  $2.10/ton  (2700#)  =  220  tons  4"  depth 
Plant  Mix  Type  3  (3  $5.00/ton  (128#/.1/Sq  Yd)   =   148  tons  .2'  depth 


$  520.00 

546,00 

875.00 

1600.00 

$  3541.00 

$  440.00 
462.00 
740.00 

$  1642.00 


This  totals  $5,183.00  and  assuming  the  estimated  bid  prices  are  realistic  would  leave 
approximately  $800.00  for  watering,  rolling  and  blade  work  and  if  possible  they  would 
like  the  pipe  standards  for  basketball  goals  and  tennis  nets  to  be  furnished  and  set.   I 
told  them  we  didn't  want  to  get  involved  with  all  the  small  non-typical  construction  items 
such  as  netting,  hardware,  marking  a'nd  a  special  asphaltic  seal  which  is  required  on  a 
tennis  court.  They  agreed  that  these  items  could  be  taken  care  of  by  the  school  district. 

The  subsoil  in  the  proposed  area  could  not  be  observed  due  to  snow  and  ice  cover  but  I  was 
assured  that  it  is  gravelly  with  lij-^hc  topsoil  covering.   The  area  is  flat,  consequently 
would  require  a  minimal  amount  of  blading  to  remove  the  vegetation  and  establish  a  true 
flat  grade.   Considerable  level  work  would  be  required  to  maintain  a  flat  g,rade  through  the 
surfacing  courses. 

These  gentlemen  are  very  congenial  and  cooperative  and  I'm  sure  would  be  receptive  to  any 
reasonable  deviations  that  may  be  required  due  to  cost,  etc.. 

HS:mec 


w^lna,7 
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Avoid  Verbal  Instructions 

EXHIBIT    14 


FLATHEAD     COUNTY 

BOARD     OP  COM  MISSIONERS 

K  ALI  S  PEL  L,  MON  TA  N  A 

P.    0.    Box    1000 
59901 


CLirFORD     E.HAINES 
WILLIAM     H.KflApTON 
JOB     A.    OS      LONG 


May  26,  1972 


Robert  E.  Champion,  P.E. 
Supervisor  -  R/W  Section 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana 


Re:   F  257(16)  PE 

Hungry  Horse  -  West  Glacier 
Ref:   62  -  MLN 


Dear  Bob: 

I  finally  arrived  at  the  location  for  the  recreational  area  we  have 
been  in  consultation  with  your  department  on  at  Hungry  Horse  school 
site.   I  arn.  enclosing  a  rough  sketch  v/hich  I  secured  from  School 
Superintendent  Souhrada,   This  will  determine  the  location  they. have 
allotted  for  this  purpose. 

They  did  not  give  me  an  answer  earlier  depending  on  the  bond  issue 
which  has  now  been  voted  down.   We  hope  you  have  waited  patiently, 
and  that  the  enclosed  sketch  will  satisfy  you  as  a  reply  to  your 
letters  of  April  18  and  May  10  of  this  year. 

Very  truly  yours, 

BOARD  OF  COUNTY  COMI-IIS SIGNERS 


B3L_i££^lZ2Zl:::2: 


William  H.    Knapton,    Chairman 


WHK:lf 
Enclosure 


1        *  ■/■ 
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EXHIBIT    15 
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P^^Ujc^    8^seQ^^^    O"""'"^ 


esu'jo: 
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evrd. 


2^ 


Sire  ^/e  ^o^s'^eU  Bidf  f^rfarufi^ 
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EXHIBIT    16 


August  25.   1971 


F  257  (le)  P£ 
Hungry  fJorsc  -  Coram 


FIntlicad  County  Board  of  CoiictIss loners 

P.   0.   oo;c    1000 

KolUfKill,  r.ontooo       iiS^Ol 

Gent  lemon;* 

In  reference  to  our  letter  of  Junr:   I7»    1371  >  v/c  would  grcntly  appreciate^  your 
early  cttontfon  to  our  request  for  additional   infornatlon. 

In  order  to  complete  tho  dcsltjn  end  meet  the  letting  dotoo  for  construction 
on  the  obcvccoptJoncjd  project  'i  decision  on  the  status  of  tho  park  land 
o»-fc'ctcd  is  required. 

If  thoro  ore  ony  qucsth^ni  concerning  tho  park  Isnd  ond  our  request^  please 
don't  hcsltntc  in  contiictlag  ui.>. 

Very  truly  yours, 

LQ/IS  n.  CIIITTin,   P.E. 
Strjtc  HIjhv/oy  lln^'lncMr 


By. 


Uob V  r  t  l£ .   C  i,Ci:.\)  I  '.m ,    P » E , 
Chh;f  r.U,ht    ;f  \!ay  Acjvnt 


uEC:Dv.'C:nn 

tc:  Prcc  tiitructi  n  Dlvl:>lon 
illiiioulci  01  si.  •\/\l  Su,7r, 
HIssuulo  01  &t.   C.-jvj Inter 
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EXHIBIT  ■  1.7 


June  17.   J97I 


F  2>7   (K)   PC 

Hun  jry  rjo.'so  •  Cora:;i 

R^f:      G2-MLN 


Flfjtlica-J  Couniy  Po.-3rti    >f  Cortnloslonors 

P,  0,  Co.'.  1000 

KalJBpcli,  Jbntano       'jOdO\ 

In  r'yfercncc  t"  y.-ui'   l<  t tor  vUucd  April   21,    IS'/^i   Ouvisln'j  us  or   lIu.  public 
ncctinj  in-;) J     n  tinj  cvf.nln;;     f  April    li,    l.;7l»  conccrnin)  t^fC  public  porl;s 
in  lilt.   cAtn  of  llun  .ry  lior'it;,  wo  ore  roqucstln„  oduitJonal    infvMfriatI  n. 

Tht-  State   f*^.   ff.-iui.c.J  by   lav.*  t     conploLe  certain  •;  qul/c.-n-^nts   (-^c  hi;;;i.ivny 
pr  'jccts   tliot   inicisect  ''r  tlicturb  on  area  whcto   tiicrc-   Is  a  pj.'biic  po'' s» 
Tiec&c  rcc.ui  rc^i.cnta   include     btr.ininj  tiic  crnscnt  cf    tr.c  c  ntr   llln;  o^jcncy, 
woMnj  every  cff  .rt   t  -  liiinM.iiso  horn  ti,-   Uic*   rci-iO  1  no'er,  buy  replocom'-nt 
lancia,   txpr-*ic  ol  terrjcitlvcs,  etc. 

Due.   t'^  the  obunJencc     f   rccr-.-^ti   nal    Jon-Js   In  tiiv?  liunjiy  Mfn-se  orco  and 
y.  ur  cii.  ire     f    {'..ipr  vfn;  cxi'^lin;;  play,  r.n^n-Js    tn   litu  of   rep  1  account,   wc; 
can  pr  jcocU   In  .no  j'f  t..e  i..lluvinj  \Joysr: 

i.     P:)yv,:nt  <»r  jur.t  c  npcnnntf'-n  i'or   Lhc  park   iaai   Lol^n  baacU 
n  o  curn.nt  nppr'.ii --al .     Titis  v/.iulu  pc-.-.iit   tlio  c  vniy  t- 
c.HUrcx.:    !    col    c  .ntr/ict  m  :i   to  >'»:»' ".c  porJ.   iripr  vc-K.nU. ♦ 
Pit.  I  ii  jJnjti'y  c  5Li.v'it'.  u    Indicaic  Cv):»p:n'iOv;lon  will   bo  bttwicn 
.$^,000  onJ  $6,0C0. 

2,     Sp':ci'ry  a    locoti   n  <iiid  furnlsli  dctolkJ    lnfon':v3tl   n  on  ihc 

I'.-.pr  vc.vnts  c  ntc  .ipiatcJ   ij  be  d  nc  b/  tho  SLolt,  Tiiis 

DiiO'jld  b<;   c '..:porc:bio    in  c  sj t   to   tiiC  c»pp(ai:icd  Visluc  •>'(    tinj 
lonwl  tok'-n. 


(c.<ntinus  J) 


V 


-    171  - 


EXHIBITBiS 


Flothcau  County  Board  jf  Consul  ss  I  oners 

P,   0.   Don  1000 

Kol  lapel},  fbntana       li^^OI 


F  257   (JC)  P£ 
llun;,ry  Horse  -  Coi'ara 
June  17,   1971 


Unicr  cither  of   the  tv/o  prccc<Jln;j  -:pti   nr>  v/c  will   n:.cd  o  statenu-nt 
c  n&cntln:i  to  ti.c  tokinj  of   the  pr.p;:;ccd  ytrip   (20')  ofv   tfu.  park 
onJ  0  ocfinlte  c:Hnilt.;cnt   fr  tn  you   ti.ot  ony  o^wpcnDOtl  :;n   received 
will   bo  spv  nt   In   LIic   iuTiicdiatc  ocoa  f.r  purk   K:pr  vcncnts.     Either 
.;pti-n  o\no  roqulrtiS  q  d^jfinito  plcin  thot  moy  bo  prullfnln^jry. 

Your  attcntl'jn  to  fuiniuhln:i  tho  nectssory  conocnf,    i.r.pr  ivcmiTit  plan 
oncJ  ch-^lco   :<f   tiJO     ptlons  tnentioncd  wlli   be  cpprcclatod.      If  additional 
inVorriatl  .»n  is  rt2c;uircd»   p  I  cose   let  ug  Uno'./, 

Vory  truly  y.^urs, 

IXV.'IS  M,   CIJITTIM,   P.E. 
■;  State  Hitjhway  Engineer 


By 

Mobcrt  E,    CliOin'pi .  n ,   P.E, 
CJilof  JU'jht  or  Way  Agent 


aEC:)U.n:nin 

cc:     Prcc  notructi   n  Divloion 

Missoula  Dlr.t,   l\/\l  Sup-irvisor 
liiyiioula  Oiiitrict  Erijinoer 
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18 


/^^ntcr-di':partmental  memoran     vi 
MONTANA  STATE  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION 


To. 


CHIEF  RIGHT  OF  WAY  AGENT 


Fr»^,,         DT.qTPTrT    PTHHT   OF    WAY    SUPERVISOR    -   MISSOULA 
Ref:    62-MLN 


Date      June   8,    1971 

Subject:    F  257    (16)    P.E. 

Hungry  Horse  -  Coram 


Attached  hereto  please  find  memorandum  from  Agent  Lowell  Meyers  to  myself, 
covering  requests  contained  in  your  memorandum  of  May  21,  1971,  on  subject 
project. 

If  we  can  be  of  further  help  in  regard  to  this  matter,  please  advise. 

Date  Rcc'd     v/U/if  g     ]27i 

JKTtmw 
Attachment: 


tf!(^^^  J    liEfoiiTHn  mra.  t  supmt  co. 


yf-- 


Avoid  Verbal  Instructions 
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INTERDEPARTMENTAL  MEMORANDUi 

'       STATE  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION  OF  MONTANA 

To District  RA>  Supervisor Date   June  8,  1971 

From  L«  W.  Meyers,  B/ML^gent Subject:  F  257  (16)  p.e. 

Hungry  Horse  -  Coram 
(MLN-62) 

Your  memo  dated  5/21/71  requested  further  information  regarding  the  4(f)  on  the 
above  project. 

Question  #1  was  the  R/W  cost  estimate  of  the  part  taken  of  the  park  land* 

Two  sales  of  lots,  one  in  Block  1,  and  one  in  Block  3,  indicate  a 
range  in  value  from  28  to  37  cents  per  sq. ft.   The  larger  value  was 
from  the  sale  of  lots  on  Highway  #2,   The  lower  range  also  included 
lots  on  the  next  street  north.   The  breakdown  of  the  contribution 
of  frontage  lots  and  back  lots  could  account  for  the  wide  range  in 
values.  Therefore,  the  37<:  range  will  be  used  because  it  is  indicated 
from  the  sale  of  frontage  lots  only. 

The  area  taken  would  be   16,000  sq,  ft,   @    37<:  =  $5,920,00 

Question  #2  -  Compare  this  cost  with  the  request  of  the  people  at  the 
public  meeting. 

The  Flathead  County  Commissioners  in  their  letter  to  the  State  Highway 
Engineer  dated  April  21,  1971,  states  the  money  would  be  used  to  "develop 
playgrounds  at  the  Hungry  Horse  School,"  They  were  very  careful  not  to 
mention  any  specific  type  of  equipment  or  use  of  the  money,  and  were 
surprised  to  hear  of  the  tennis  court  and  ball  park. 

When  checking  with  the  City  of  Missoula  Park  Superintendent,  and  Missoula 
School  Superintendent,  I  was  informed  that  a  tennis  court  complete  with 
seal  coats  and  fenco^s^costs  $8000,00.   The  one  contracted  for  last  year 
came  to  $24,000,00,  which  was  for  4  couits  within  one  fence, 

y 

^  ^ ^     No  one  could  give  me  the  exact  location  of  the  proposed  new  ball  park,  and 


0^  Question  #3  -  Exact  location  of  proposed  playground  area 


therefore  it  is  impossible  to  estimate  the  cost  of  grading  and  cfearing  an 
area. 


Attached  is  a  copy  of  the  quit  claim  deed  from  G,S.A.  to  the  Hungry  Horse 
school  for  additional  ground  required  for  the  proposed  new  consolidated 
schools.   It  is  assumed  that  within  this  area  will  be  the  playground  area, 


'  C- 


-^LJ*' 


Avoid  Verbar  Instructions 
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^^"^  "  EXHIBIT  ■  ,20 


in;^r-departmental  memorandum 
"       STATE  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION  OF  MONTANA 

To Date         June   8,    1971 

From . Subject:       F  257    (16)   p.e. 

Hungry  Korsa   -  Coram 

page  2   - 


In  the  process  of  confirming  sales  and  other  information,  it  was  quite 
evident  that  some  people  were  very  much  opposed  to  spending  park  money  on 
school  property©   One  party  stated  he  would  petition  the  court  to  stop 
construction  of,  the  highway  if  the  money  for  park  land  was  spent  on 
school  development. 

The  park  department  has  other  land,  and  they  want  that  land  developed  so 
it  will  be  available  to  the  public  at  all  times. 


LWMrmw 
Attacliment; 


.^  .  ■■-        Avoid  Verbal  Insti-uctions 

''^^  -  1 75  - 

.  .  EXHIBIT  B?^ 


Missoula  District  K/V  Supervisor 
Chief  Right  of  Way  Agent 


May  21,  1371 

F  257  (16)  ?E 
liunyry  llo.-sc  -  Coram 
Ref:   62-MLN 


Attached  Is  a  letter  dated  April  23,  1971 »  from  the  Prcconstructlon  Engineer 
outlining  the  alternates  on  the  abovc-captloned  project  and  stating  that 
Alternate  No.  3  would  be  the  most  desirable  solution  from  an  engineering 
standpoint. 

As  stated.  Alternate  No.  3  will  Involve  4(f)  and  v/e  are  requesting  the 
followinsi  Information  so  that  FHV/A  approval  may  be  obtained: 

1.  V/e  will  need  .i  \\/\l   cost  estimate  for  the  20  foot  strip  of  right  of 
way. that  we  will  be  taking  from  the  parks.   Please  note  that  the 
people  did  not  want  to  narrow  Hungry  Horse  Boulevard, 

2.  Pleano  compare  ';hia  R/W  cost  with  the  re«;ucst  by  the  people  present 

at  the  Fl<?thfad  County  Ccr.Tiisslon  nicctlng  to  have  the  Hlohv/ay  Commission 
grade  a  bar^cball  field  and  tennis  court  and  provide  an  asphalt  surface 
for  the  tennis  court, 

3.  We  will  als'-)  need  to  know  the  exact  location  and  size  or  legal 
description  of  both  the  baseball  field  and  tennis  court. 

As  stated  in  the  '■cport,  tii.';  p<iblic's  suggestion  to  provide  the  improvements  to 
another  area  Instead  of  finding  a  new  park  may  be  an  acceptable  solution  for 
4(f)  If  the  cost  for  providing  the  improvements  Is  not  to  excessive. 

At  this  time  we  do  not  know  where  the  baseball  field  and  tennis  court  are, 
but  we  hove  been  told  It  Is  somev/hcre  near  the  scIjooI, 

If  further  Information  Is  required  regarding  these  requests,  please  advise. 


f<EC:DWC:nm 
Attachment 
cc:  Prcconstructlon  Division 


-■- 
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EXHIBIT  ■  .21 


B.  tt.  VMmm. — rom\  t  n 


r]77/ oivrioii,.   .^DEPARTMENTAL  MEM0RANDv..4 


!rE- 


'./I 


-,:^-r-'.u. 


Y  COMMISSION  OF  MONTANA 


Tn R . E ,    ChkmpjLon'i'/ F, feviT^Ter^ Riqht-of-Wav  Agent    Date    ApriT  28,    1971 


FrnmG.O.    Eow^g& 


Simction  Engineer     Subject:  F-257    (16) 

Hungry  Horse-Coram 
Ref:   62-MLN 


••^E?^' 


Attached  are  six  (6)  translite  prints,  six  (6)  sets  of 
plans  through  Hungry  Horse  and  a  letter  dated  April  21,  1971 
from  the  Flathead  County  Commissioners.   This  is  for  your 
use  in  obtaining  4  (f)  clearance  from  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  as  outlined  in  your  procedure  memorandum  dated 
April  21,  1971. 

We  are  also  attaching  other  pertinent  correspondence 
and  a  brief  history  of  this  4  (f)  problem  that  can  be  used 
as  support  for  your  report  to  the  Federal  Highway  Administra- 
tiop. 

Three  alternates  have  been  studied  consisting  of  the 
following: 

1,  Couplet  system  utilizing  existing  highway  Number 
2  and  Hungry  Horse  Boulevard. 

2,  Four-lane  72  foot  curb  to  curb  section  without 
turning  bays. 

3,  Four-lane  88  foot  curb  to  curb  section  with  turn- 
ing bays. 

Alternate  Number  1,  utlizing  the  couplet  system  was 
studied.   This  system  would  consist  of  the  westbound  lanes 
being  constructed  within  existing  highway  right-of-way  and 
the  eastbound  lanes  being  constructed  v/ithin  the  existing 
Hungry  Horse  Boulevard  right-of-way.   The  park  areas  would 
be  left  undisturbed^  but  would  not  eliminate  the  4  (f)  pro- 
blem because  new  right-of-way  would  have  to  be  purchased 
through  an  existing  Forest  Service  Campground  on  the  west 
end.   New  right-of-way  would  also  have  to  be  purchased  on 
the  east  end  which  would  adversely  affect  the  Forest  Service 
Complex,   This  alternate  is  also  the  most  expensive  of  the 
three. 

Alternate  Number  2,  consisting  of  a  72  foot  curb  to 
curb  section,  utilizes  two  10  foot  parking  lanes,  four  12 
foot  driving  lanes  and  a  four  foot  median,   A  minimum  12 
foot  border  strip  would  also  be  provided  on  each  side. 
This  alternate  would  leave  the  park  areas  undisturbed  other 
than  a  possible  slope  permit  that  might  be  required  to  blend 
our  border  strip  into  the  park  area.   Our  border  strip  would 
be  used  primarily  for  signing  purposes  and  would  actually 
provide  a  greater  park  area. 
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Alternate  Number  2  was  discarded  because  of  the  heavy 
left  turn  movements  encountered  during  the  tourist  season. 
Left  turn  bays  cannot  be  adequately  provided  with  a  72  foot 
curb  to  curb  section.   It  is  felt  that  a  more  hazardous  sit- 
uation would  be  built  into  the  new  highway  than  what  now 
exists. 

Alternate  Number  3,  consisting  of  a  88  foot  curb  to  curb 
section,  utilizes  two  10  foot  parking  lanes,  four  12  foot 
driving  lanes,  and  a  20  foot  median.   This  section  would  pro- 
vide the  necessary  left  turn  bays,  but  would  encroach  on  the 
park"  areas.   A  20  foot  strip  of  new  right-of-way  would  be 
required  from  the  park  areas.   A  16  foot  border  strip  would 
be  provided  between  the  curb  and  park  areas. 

Alternate  Number  3,  is  the  most  desirable  solution  from 
an  engineering  standpoint,  but  the  4  (f)  problem  is  involved. 
As  a  solution  to  the  4  (f)  problem,  it  was  recommended  that 
the  100  foot  Hungry  Horse  Boulevard  be  narrowed  to  80  feet 
and  the  remaining  20  feet  be  used  as  replacement  to  the  park 
for  the  20  feet  taken  by  the  highway.   The  highway  would  then 
be  required  to  improve  the  strip  such  as  topsoiling  and  seed- 
ing. 

As  the  park  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Flathead 
County  Conimissioners,  a  letter  was  written  to  them  with  the 
above  proposal  and  their  concurrence  requested.   They  request-, 
ed  that  a  public  meeting  be  held  to  find  out  what  the  residents 
of  Hungry  Horse  thought  about  the  proposal.   As  a  result,  a 
meeting  was  held  on  the  evening  of  April  14,  1971. 

The  people  present  at  the  meeting  did  not  object  to  us 
taking  the  20  foot  strip  from  the  parks,  but  did  not  want 
to  narrow  Hungry  Horse  Boulevard.   They  feel  that  the  16 
foot  border  strip  will  provide  a  sufficient  park  area  and 
any  new  area  would  not  be  justified.   However,  they  would 
like  us  to  grade  a  baseball  field  and  tennis  court  and  pro- 
vide an  asphalt  surface  for  the  tennis  court  to  be  paid  for 
with  the  money  they  receive  for  the  20  foot  strip  of  right- 
of  way  from  the  parks. 

It  is  felt  that  this  is  an  acceptable  solution  and  com- 
plies with  section  4  (f)  of  tlie  1968  DOT  Act, 

Please  contact  us  if  more  information  is  required  before 
Federal  Highway  Administration  concurrence  can  b^^equested. 

32-GOP:SCK:EnL:sp  yC/y^-J^V .(^ -" .<  (^^^^/^ 

cc:   J.R.  Becker t       _p|_     crover  O.  Powers,  PoK,, 

e'.h*.  Larson     "  ^^^   "    Preconstruction  Engineer  EXHIBIT  J 


CLl^JlOHCTt   HAINES 
WILLIAM    H     KNAPTON 
JOE     A    OE    LONG 


'     FLATHEAD    COUNTY    '^-) 
\30ARD   or  COryiMISSIONERS 
KALIS  PELL,  MONTANA 

V.    0.    Box  1000 
.  April  21,    1971 


GLENN     E     MILLHOUSE 
CLERK 


Levns  M.    Chittira,   P.E. 
State  Highv;ay  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Comiaission 
Helena,   Montana 


Re:   F-257  (16) 

Hungry  Horse- 
Corain 


Dear  Mr.  Chittim:  •     • 

The  three  Flathead  County  Coinmissioners  verc  in  attendance  at  the 
meeting  held  in  Hungry  Horse  on  the  evening  of  April  lA,  1971.   The 
meeting  was  very  congenial,  and  tlie  people  were  all  of  one  mind 
regarding  the  problem  concerning  the  public  parks  in  the  to\-m   of 
Hungry  Horse. 

They  did  decide  that  rather  than  move  these  parks  20  feet  to  the 
south,  they  would  much  prefer  for  the  State  of  Montana  to  take  the 
northerly  20  feet  of  rhese  parks  for  highvjay  use  and  the  Tnoney  wh^'ch 
they  would  obtain  from  the  State  of  Montana  for  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty taken  for  highway  purposes  would  much  better  be  spent  in  developing 
playgrounds  at  the  Hungry  Horse  school.   Their  reasoning  was  that  if  the 
parks  were  maintained  in  their  present  place  and  moved  south  20  feet, 
the  children  would  be  very  close  to  extremely  heavy  traffic  and  it 
would  not  be  a  suitable  place  for  them  to  erect  playground  equipment. 
We  Coinmissioners  lieartily  concur  in  their  final  determination  of  this 
problem. 

If  we  can  be  of  further  help  to  you  in  this  matter,  please  feel  free 
to  contact  us. 


•\ 


l^'  ^^ 


'K^ 


v:;'N 


Sincerely  yours, 

BOARD  OF   COUNTY   C0M>n:S SIGNERS 


i    '     i   By  tr.v(v--.//V^-/"/? /V^^<-^r<^,.^ 
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1.. i'ER-DEPARTMENTAL  MEMORANL^M 

STATE  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION  OF  MONTANA 

TnG.O*    Powers^    P.E,',    Preconstruction  Engineer         Date   April   19,    1971 

FmmS.C.    Kologi,    P.E,,    Regional  Encrineer.   West       Subject:  F-257    (16) 

Hungry  Horse-Coram 


On  April  18,  1971,  a  meeting  was  held  with  the  Flat- 
head County  Commissioners  and  interested  residents  of 
Hungry  Horse  in  regard  to  the  City  Parks  on  the  subject 
project.   The  Montana  Highway  Commission  was  represented 
by  Jim  Keithley  and  Gene  Larson, 

Our  proposed  4- lane  highway  through  Hungry  Horse, 
was  presented  to  the  people  by  the  County  Commissioners, 
Since  our  highway  would  involve  a  20  foot  strip  of  land 
from  the  parks,  we  proposed  to  narrow  up  Hungry  Horse 
Boulevard  from  100  feet  right-of-way  to  80  feet  right-of- 
way  to  provide  the  same  park  area. 

The  people  present  did  not  object  to  us  taking  the 
20  foot  strip  from  the  parks,  but  did  not  want  to  narrow 
Hungry  Horse  Boulevard,   They  feel  that  with  our  border 
strip,  a  sufficient  park  area  is  provided.   They  v;ould 
like  us  to  provide  an  asphalt  surface  for  a  tennis  court 
and  grade  a  baseball  diamond  with  the  money  they  receive 
for  the  20  foot  strip  from  the  parks. 

It  appears  that  this  will  satisfy  our  4  (f)  require- 
ments as  we  would  be  replacing  the  park  area.   Upon  re- 
ceipt of  an  official  statement  from  the  Flathead  County 
Commissioners  documenting  their  wishes,  we  will  submit 
the  required  data  to  the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
for  4  (f)  clearance, 

32-SCK:EHL:sp 
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EXHIBIT   25 


a.  H.  C«BB.— ForiB  4 


INTER- 


-DEPARTMENTaIl  M^M'bRANEjUM 


MONTANA  STATEyi 


To  SUPER  vr'"R    H  I  (HIT  OF  WAY  SECTION 
From  MANAGER  -  FIELD  RIGHT  OF  WAY  UNIT 
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Date  March  2,    1973 


[ 


F 


Subject:   F  257    (16) 

■   -   West  Glacier  -  Southwest  F 
,.,,  Ref:   62-MLN 


Ranger  Roger  Lindgren,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  Hungry  Horse  Ranger 
Station  was  contacted  this  date  regarding  their  uncompleted  rest 
area  left  of  Station  560+,  subject  project. 

Mr.  Lindgren,  who  is  in  charge  of  the  Recreation  and  Lands 
Department  for  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  stated  they  had  no  con- 
templated use  for  tliis  area  and  is  not  subject  to  provisions 
of  Sec  tion  4-F. 
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